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DANIEL'S PROPHECY, 

ire. 



CHAPTER I. 



INTRODUCTION. 



The most striking, if not also the most 
convincing, argument in proof of the 
divine inspiration of the Holy Scriptures, 
is drawn from the accomplishment of the 
predictions which they contain : and many 
treatises have accordingly been written, 
taking up this course of evidence, and 
pointing out the exact fulfilment of some 
of the most important of the sacred pro- 
phecies. 

Daniel's prophecy of the Seventy Weeks, 
in which the coming oi the Messiah is 
foretold, we might expect to find among 

B 



Daniel's prophecy. 



the first selected by these writers, as an 
example of the strength of their position : 
the dates of the predicted events being 
more distinctly and minutely marked in 
that, than in most other prophecies, and 
the fact of its delivery long previous to 
the fulfilment being capable of the easiest 
demonstration. From this one prophecy, 
could it be clearly and undeniably shown, 
that what is there foretold has literally 
come to pass, at the time and in the man- 
ner predicted, proof, such as neither Jew 
nor Infidel could escape from, would be 
established, not only of* the inspiration 
of the Old Testament, but also of the di»- 
vine origin of the doctrines of the New. 

It is disappointing, therefore, to find, 
that so far from being brought forward as 
a prominent and indisputable example of 
the literal accomplishment of prophecy, 
this important prediction has in some in- 
stances been entirely avoided, and in 
others only lightly touched upon, as one 
of doubtful interpretation (1). And in- 
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Stead of being that upon which all are 
agreed, scarcely two commentators can be 
found of the same opinion regarding it. 
We are taunted, moreover, by the Jews, 
with our differences and difficulties on the 
subject : and while we look upon it as 
affording a convincing argument against 
their erroneous opinions regarding the 
Messiah, our disputes as to the true in- 
terpretation are even turned against us, 
with some degree of plausibility, as a 
proof that Jesus of Nazareth could not be 
that Messiah (2). 

Whether it may have been the purpose 
of Divine Providence, that ambiguity and 
obscurity should pervade that part of the 
history of the Jews from which the expla- 
nation of this prophecy must be drawn, 
lest seeing they might see and understand, 
it is not for us to determine : certain how- 
ever it is, that after the return from the 
Babylonish captivity, events proved most 
adverse to the keeping of any correct his- 
tory or reckoning of the period between 

B 2 



4 Daniel's prophbcy, 

that return and the birth of our Saviour. 
From the time of Cyrus to the completion 
of the wall of Jerusalem by Nehemiah, a 
period of more than ninety years, the te- 
nure of that city and the Holy Land seems 
to have been of a very imperfect and pre- 
carious nature^ and from which of the 
several decrees found in Scripture, rela- 
tive to the rebuilding either of the city or 
temple, considering the constant inter- 
ruptions in the work, they were to date 
the commencement of their new sera, they 
had no more guide than we have in the 
present day. During their subjection to 
Persia, they seem to have attempted loosely 
to date events by the years of the 
Persian princes*, with whom, however, in 
progress of time, they became almost en- 
tirely disconnected. With Alexander the 
Great we know that a new computation 
was introduced, viz. the Mrd of Con- 
tracts (3). And in the reign of Antiochus 

* See the books of Ezra, Nehemiah, Haggai, and 
Zechariab. 
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Epiphanes a persecution took place, with 
the express object of rooting out the 
Jewish religion, during which the sacred 
books and records were searched for and 
destroyed*, and at which time much of 
their history, between the time of Cyrus 
and Antiochus, now wanting, may pro* 
bably have been lost. The book of Ezra 
itself, which some suppose not then to 
have been included in the Canon, may 
possibly have suffered during this perse- 
cution. 

The result was, that so uncertain were 
the Jews in their reckoning, that they had 
fixed no precise point of time at which the 
Messiah was to make his appearance. 
And though it is true, that a general 
expectation of the rise of some great prince 
was prevalent in the East about the time 
of the birth of our Saviour, yet that ex- 
pectation had existed even before (4) the 
commencement of Herod's reign (who was 
himself supposed by some to be the prince 

*Josephus, Antiq. 1. 12. ch. v. 4. 
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6 bawiel's prophbcy, 

foretold), and continued till the end of 
the Jewish war, a period of more than a 
hundred years. So little also was there 
of precision in their chronology, parti- 
cularly since the captivity, that when in 
the second century they became desirous 
of extending the time for the appearance 
of the Messiah, they not only succeeded 
in striking out two hundred and forty 
years from the aera of the world, but of 
these the greatest portion are deducted 
from the duration of the Persian mo- 
narchy, which they reduced to fifty -two 
years *. 

This uncertainty in the Jewish chrono- 
logy, added to the dissimilarity of some 
of the names used in sacred, as compared 
with profane, history, with reference to 
the dynasty of Persia, has occasioned 
much perplexity to writers upon this pro- 
phecy, and will sufficiently account for 

* Chronologia Sacra Profana. R. David : Gantz. 
in anno 3442. p. 57. Whiston on the Old Testa- 
ment, p. 228. 
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the latitude which we shall find they have 
taken in commenting upon it. 

There is however a guide, in the ob- 
scurity of that part of the Jewish history 
which affects our subject, which I think 
has perhaps been too lightly set aside. I 
mean the first apocryphal book of Esdras. 
This book contains a duplicate of the 
book of Ezra, under a different arrange- 
ment of the second, third, and to the fifth 
verse of the fourth chapters, with the ad- 
dition of an account of a return of captives 
from Babylon to Jerusalem, between the 
reigns of Cyrus and Artaxerxes Longi- 
manus, not contained in the canonical 
book ; and also a very important decree, 
issued by a king called Darius, for the 
restoration of the city of Jerusalem, which 
in my opinion affords the means of more 
perfectly comprehending this prophecy, 
as well as the history of the period. This 
book is found in the Septuagint, and early 
Latin translation of the Bible ; it has been 
quoted by Origen, Cyprian, Athanasius, 

B 4 
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and Augustin, till St. Jerome first objected 
to it, on account of its non-existence (ac^ 
cording to the apocryphal arrangement^ 
in Hebrew ; and in the Greek church it is 
not only admitted as canonical, but even 
as the first book of Ezira (5). It is also 
followed by Josephus, to the rejection of 
the canonical arrangement, if in existence 
in his days, and he professes to have had 
access to the Temple copy of the Scrip- 
tures, at the time of writing his history (6). 
It is not my intention here to enter into 
the question of the authenticity of this 
book, which, however, in modern days, 
has been defended by Genebrard * and 
Whistonf, to whom I would refer the 
reader, but merely to point out the exis- 
tence of another version of that history 
from which the explanation of this pro- 
phecy must be drawn: at the same time 
observing, that the interpretation I am 
about to propose, though greatly strength- 

* Genebrardi Chronographia, p. 181, &c. &c. 
f Whiston on the Old Testament, p. 50 & 114, 
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eaed by the recognition of the apocryphal 
book, is by no means entirely dependent 
upon it (7). 

It also occurs to me, that an additional 
obstacle may have been thrown in their 
oiivn way by Christian writers upon this 
subject, from a certain bias which will be 
found to run through all their expositions, 
namely, a tendency to construe the ex- 
pressions of the prophet by some spiritual 
or Christian allusion, rather than accord- 
ing to the simple and literal sense of the 
passage before them ; thus supposing 
Christ and Christianity to be the main 
subject of the prophecy, and seeking 
therefore to make the various dates con- 
tained in it coincide with events connected 
with his life or ministry. 

For instance, in the opening of the pro- 
phecy it is said, '* seventy weeks are de- 
termined upon thy people, and upon thy 
holy city, to finish the transgression, and 
to make an end of sins, and to make re- 

B 5 
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conciliation for iniquity." These words, 
which in themselves would appear to 
bear a very simple construction, by Christ- 
ian writers, are invariably supposed to 
refer to the atonement of Christ for the 
sins of the world, and the completion 
of the transgression of the Jews, in 
the rejection of the Saviour. *' Unto the 
Messiah'' is interpreted to the ministry of 
John the Baptist by some, to that of Christ 
by others. The ''covenant" to be con- 
firmed, with many is considered to be the 
Gospel covenant. And the causing the 
" sacrifice and oblation to cease," is the sa- 
crifice of Christ himself upon the cross, by 
which the Levitical daily sacrifice was spi-- 
ritually abolished. Without objecting to 
the spirit of this mode of interpretation, 
when it shall be found capable of a simple 
application to the prophecy, I merely ob- 
serve, that hitherto it has not succeeded in 
bringing out a satisfactory explanation : 
but, on the contrary, appears to be the 
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cause of some of the greatest difficulties 
which confessedly stand in the way of a 
solution. 

That no explanation has yet been of- 
fered, which is entirely free from objec- 
tion, will hereafter, I think, appear to 
the satisfaction of the reader, in examin- 
ing the principal schemes which have 
been proposed : and, such being the re- 
sult, it is not unreasonable to suspect, 
that there may be something erroneous 
in the principle of interpretation adopted, 
or that from too great a desire to search 
after allusions to Christianity, and figu- 
rative meanings, the plain and obvious 
interpretation may have been overlooked. 

The explanation which I am about to 
propose, proceeds therefore upon the prin- 
ciple of a literal, in preference to a figu- 
rative, and a Jewish, in preference to a 
Christian, construction of every expression 
of the prophet. The main subject of the 
prophecy, that is, all which is contained 
in the period of seventy weeks, being sup- 

b6 



12 Daniel's propuscy, 

posed to relate exclusively to Jewish in- 
terests; and the cutting off of Messiah, 
and the coming of a prince to destroy the 
city and the sanctuary, being considered 
as merely incidentally alluded to, in an 
interval of time totally distinct from that 
period. Where the *'city" is spoken of, it 
will be literally interpreted as the city of 
Jerusalem, not tlie figurative city, or ec- 
clesiastical polity of the Jews; and the 
'* sacrifice and oblation' ■ will be that sa- 
crifice which was offered morning and 
evenmg in the temple, till within a short 
time of its destruction by Titus. 

A careful examination of the nature of 
Daniel's supplication to God, contained 
in the former part of his ninth chapter, 
to which the prophecy of the Seventy 
Weeks is a reply, will, I think, throw 
some light upon the intention and mean- 
ing of some of the particular expressions 
used by the angel to the prophet. 

In the first year of Darius the Mede, 
Daniel, then at Babylon, discovered from 
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books that the seventy years' captivity 
foretold by Jeremiah, were drawing to a 
eonclasion. He prays therefore to God, 
saying, **0 Lord', the great and dread- 
ful God ! keeping the covenant and mercy 

to them that love Him." " O Lord, 

righteousness belongeth unto thee, but 
unto us confusion of faces, as at this day ; 
to the men oijudah^ and to the inhabitants 
of Jerusalemy and unto all Israel, that are 
near and that are far off ; through all the 
countries whither thou hast driven them, 
because of their trespass which they have 
trespassed against thee" — ** yea, all Israel 

have transgressed thy law." ** O Lord, 

I beseech thee, let thine anger and thy 
fiiry be turned away from thy dty Jerusa- 
lem,'' — — " and cause thy face to shine 
upon thy sanctuary that is desolate." 

In this supplication, Daniel first re- 
minds God of his covenant with the 
Jews : '* O Lord, keeping the covenant 
and mercy to them that love Him." He 
then deplores the degraded state not only 
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of the tribe of Judah^ but of all Israeli 
the one carried away captive by Nebu- 
chadnezzar, the other' by Shalmaneser. 
Thirdly, he prays that the literal city of 
Jerusalem may be restored ; and, lastly, 
that the daily worship may be established 
in the Sanctuary, 

Now it appears to me to be no direct 
reply to this prayer, to say, as the most 
received interpretation explains it, that 
the figurative holy city, or ecclesiastical 
polity of the Jews, should be re-established 
for seventy weeks, and that the Messiah 
should then be cut off for the sins of the 
world. But the direct answer to the pe- 
tition would contain — 

1st. Some revelation as to when, and 
for how long God would confirm his cove- 
nant with his people. 

2dly. Whether it should be kept with 
the house of Judah alone, or with all 
Israel, 

3dly. Something regarding the resto- 
ration of the literal city of Jerusalem, 
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4thly, Something on the subject of the 
renewal of the worship in the sanctuary. 

Adopting then a literal interpretation, 
and placing that passage which relates to 
the cutting oflf of Messiah, &c. in paren- 
thesis, according, as I think, to the natu- 
ral reading of the prophecy, I shall now 
show, that each of these points is succes- 
sively referred to in the prophecy de- 
livered to Daniel ; first however, observ- 
ing, that it will hereafter be one of my 
principal objects to prove, that, wherever 
appeal is made by the Jews to God re- 
minding Him of his covenant^ the word 
invariably refers to the temporal promises 
held out to them by God in reward for 
their obedience, and that the great tem- 
poral reward so held out, was the posses- 
sion of the Land of Canaan. The con- 
struction of the prophecy I consider to be 
as follows : 

Seventy weeks, or 490 years of cove- 
nanty are determined upon thy people, and 
upon thy holy city, that is, upon Jvdah 
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and Jerusalem^ not upon all Israel ; dur- 
ing which I will give them possession of 
that promised land to which you are 
praying that they may return ; that ihey 
may repent of their transgressions, and 
make reconciliation for their iniquities ; 
and to '' bring in," through the tribe of 
Judah, Christ, the righteousness of ever- 
lasting ages, and to anoint the ^ - most 
Holy" king of Israel. Understand, there- 
fore, that from the going forth of a decree 
to build Jerusalem unto the birth of Mes- 
siah, shall be seven weeks and sixty and 
two weeks, or four hundred and eighty- 
three years ; and the street and wall of 
Jerusalem shall be built in troublous 
times, and completed in the period of 
seven weeks, or forty-nine years. 

Having thus brought down the re-estab- 
lishment of the house of Judah in the 
Promised Land to the time of the Mes- 
siah, and sixty-nine of the seventy weeks 
being accounted for, the prophecy here 
appears to break off from the main sub* 
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ject and continuity of the period, as indi- 
<^ated by the indefinite use of the word 
after ^ *'and after three score and two 
weeks," &c. 

In our view of the subject, as relating 
to the duration of God's covenant with 
the house of Judah, that is to the period of 
the full possession as a nation of the Pro- 
mised Land by that tribe, this interrup- 
tion is mo8t natural. For with the com- 
ing of Shiloh it had been foretold that the 
sceptre should depart from Judah. And 
we * find accordingly that, upon the birth 
of Christ, the Romans actually took mili* 
tary possession of the Promised Land, 
and thereby suspended the operation of 
the covenant. 

It was foreseen however, that before 
the final destruction of Jerusalem, and 
dispersion of the tribe of Judah, that is, 
in about sixty-nine years from the birth 
of Christ, they should yet once more re- 
gain a partial possession of the land, and 
free themselves from subjection to their 

13 
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conquerors. The prophecy, therofore, 
goes on to recount certain events which 
should take place during that interval of 
sixty-nine years, without afBxing to them 
any specific dates, in order to bring us 
up historically to the period of the war 
with the Romans, continuing thus : ** And 
(ifler^ three score and two weeks shall 
Messiah be cut off, but not for himself: 
and the people of the prince that shall 
come shall destroy the city and the sanc- 
tuary ; and the end thereof shall be with 
a flood, and unto the end of the war deso* 
lations are determined." The prophecy 
tben falls again into the main subject. 

And at the time of the war shall the 
covejiant be confirmed with many for 
one week, that is, Judah shall partially 
regain possession of the land for seven 
years ; and in the midst of that week 
shall the sacrifice and oblation daily of- 
fered in the temple cease, until the indigo 
nation determined upon the Jewish nation 
shall have been poured out. 
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Thus the answer to the prophet ii 

1st. Seventy weeks of covenant are de- 
termined upon thy people* 

2dly. Not upon all Israelj but upon 
the tribe of Jtidah only. 

3dly. The city of Jerusalem shall be 
built in troublous times, and in the space 
of forty-nine years. 

4thly . The sanctuary shall be destroyed 
by a foreign prince, and the daily sacri- 
fice cease for ever, in the middle of the 
last seven years of the existence of the 
Jewish nation. 

I shall hereafter endeavour to show, 
that from the issue of a decree for the 
rebuilding of Jerusalem to the birth of 
Christ, was exactly sixty-nine weeks, or 
four hundred and eighty-three years. 
That the city was exactly seven weeks or 
forty-nine years rebuilding. That the 
sceptre departed from Judah with the 
birth of the Messiah. That it was re- 
covered for exactly seven years before the 
final dispersion of the Jews. And that 
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in the middle of that period the Leviti- 
cal sacrifice ceased for ever to be offered 
in the temple at Jerusalem. 

To such as consider that the prophe^- 
cies relating to the restoration of the 
Jews from captivity, and the gathering 
them out of all nations whither they 
should be scattered into their own land, 
have already been fulfilled, in their re- 
turn from the captivity at Babylon ; and 
that with the coming of the Messiah, and 
the spread of Christianity, the purpose 
for which they had been selected as a 
peculiar people ceased, it may appear to 
be lowering the dignity and importance 
of the prophecy of the Seventy Weeks, to 
suppose its main purpose to relate merely 
to the temporary restoration of a people 
about to become extinct as a nation, and 
whose part in the scheme of Providence 
was then nearly accomplished ; especially 
when part of the contents of the prophecy 
relate to the all-important person of the 
Messiah, about to supersede their reli- 
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gion, and the express object of expecta^ 
tion and revelation from the beginning of 
the world. But, on the other hand, if 
we may contemplate this people as from 
the beginning selected from the nations 
of the world, as the peculiar instruments 
of God until the full completion of the 
operations of his providence ; that while 
existing as a nation amidst the idolatrous 
heathen, they were the appointed means 
of keeping alive and propagating the 
light of the true religion, and preserving 
from extinction the doctrine of the One 
God ; that now dispersed, and apparently 
rejected, they are yet most efficiently 
promoting the designs of the Deity, by 
forcing upon our minds the constant con- 
viction of his judgments and superintend- 
ing Providence, and as it were fulfilling 
the part of a standing miracle in the face 
of the world, by preserving, in accordance 
with prophecy, their complete distinction 
as a nation, notwithstanding the contempt 
and oppression to which they have so long 
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been exposed : if also we may look upon 
them as not yet having fiilfilled their 
allotted destinies, but as still protected 
and reserved for some future revolution 
in the religion of the world, when, after 
a great '* falling away"* in the Christ- 
ian world, they shall once more become 
the honoured and chosen people of God , 
restored to the possession of their own 
Promised Land, ^' when Jerusalem shall 
again be inhabited in its own place, even 
in Jerusalem," and when *' they shall 
look upon him whom they have pierced, 
and they shall mourn for him as one 
mourneth for his only sonf." If, I say, 
we may look upon the Jewish nation in 
the distinguished light of special instru- 
ments in the hands of God, from the time 
of their selection to perhaps, many genera- 
tions yet to come, it will by no means be 
considered a subject unworthy of this 
prophecy, simply to foretell the temporary 

* 2 Thess. ii. 3. f Zechariah xii. 10. 
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re-establishment of such a people for 490 
years in their own promised inheritance ; 
cut out, (for such is the signification of the 
word translated determined) (8) cut out 
from their long period of dispersion, for the 
very purpose of bringing in the Messiah 
through the tribe of Judah ; which tribe 
alone it must be remembered has as yet 
been restored from captivity, though the 
captivity of Israel has existed from the 
time of Shalmaneser. 

I have now stated the outline of the in- 
terpretation which I have to propose, and 
shall leave it to the reader to determijie 
whether it tends to simplify the solution 
of the prophecy. The importance of 
the subject to every Christian, and the 
still existing disagreement regarding it, 
amongst the most pious commentators, 
are perhaps sufficient apology for an at- 
tempt, however feeble, to explain it. We 
are satisfied from independent sources, 
that the events predicted have long since 
come to pass, and the application of his- 
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tory tothe prophecy is now the only dif- 
ficulty. If I shall have failed in con- 
vincing the reader of the propriety of my 
mode of application, it will still be some 
satisfaction to have thrown out one or two 
new suggestions upon this much canvassed 
subject, which possibly in more powerful 
hands may be turned to some account : 
and waiting in anxious expectation of the 
time when the subject shall no longer be 
left a matter of uncertainty, I will merely 
observe that, in the mean time, to the 
true Christian, there is no ground what- 
ever for doubt or apprehension arising 
from the delay ; the vagueness and ob- 
scurity of the history from which the ex- 
planation must be drawn, most entirely 
accounting for the difficulties experienced 
in attempting to interpret it. 



CHAPTER II. 



Daniel ix, 24 — 27. 

" Seventy weeks are determined upon thy people and 
upon thy holy city, to finish the transgression, and 
to make an end of sins, and to make reconciliation 
for inic[uity, and to bring in everlasting righteous- 
ness, and to seal up the vision and prophecy, and 
to anoint the most holy. 

** Know, therefore, and understand, that from the 
going forth of the comxpandment to restore and to 
build Jerusalem unto the Messiah the prince, shall 
be seven weeks, and threescore and two weeks : 
the street shall be built again, and the wall, even 
in troublous times. 

" (And after threescore and two weeks shall Mes- 
siah be cut off, hut not for himself: and the people 
of the prince that shall come shall destroy the city 
and the sanctuary ; and the end thereof shall be 
with a flood, and unto the end of the war deso- 
lations are determined,) 

" And he shall confirm the covenant with many for 
one week ; and in the midst of the week he shall 
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cause the sacrifice and the oblation to cease, and 
for the overspreading of abominations he shall 
make it desolate, even until the consummation, 
and that determined shall be poured upon the de- 
solate." 

To attempt to give an account of all the 
different modes of interpreting this pro- 
phecy, which at various times have been 
proposed, from the days of the early fa- 
thers to the present, would be an under- 
taking far beyond the power of the au- 
thor, and only wearisome to the reader : 
nor could it be accomplished under many 
volumes. But as, perhaps, it may not be 
generally known how much labour and 
ingenuity have been bestowed upon it, 
before we enter upon the consideration of 
the arrangement I am about Ax> offer, we 
will examine some of the principalschemes 
which have niet with support, and which 
have hitherto been considered the most 
satisfactory on the subject. 

These may generally be classed under 
four heads, according to the four decrees 
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found in Scripture relating to the rebuild- 
ing either of the city or temple of Jeru- 
salem, from one of which the prophecy is 
usually supposed to take its date. 

The first class of writers have dated the 
commencement of the seventy weeks, or 
four hundred and ninety prophetic years, 
from the decree to rebuild the temple of 
Jerusalem, issued by Cyrus in the first 
year of his reign *, an opinion anciently 
advanced by Eusebius and Clemens Alex- 
andrinusf . From this date, however, to 
the birth of Christ, according to the vul- 
gar sera, is five hundred and thirty-six 
years. To obviate this diflSculty, Dr. Blay- 
ney has proposed a translation, made up 
from three diflerent manuscripts, by which 
he brings out a period of seventy and se- 
ven weeks, and threescore and two years, 

• Ezra i. 1. 

f For the arrangement of Eusebius and Clemens 
Alexandrinus, which are objectionable in every point 
of view, see Fetavius de Doctrina Temporum, 1. xii. 
c. 30. 

C2 
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and one week, making together six hun- 
dred and eight years, beginning with the 
first year of Cyrus, and ending with the 
termination of the Jewish war (A. D. 73). 
This translation and arrangement, how- 
ever, have been completely set aside by 
Mr. Faber *. 

Mr. Lancaster dates from the same der 
cree, and supposes the seventy weeks to 
be composed of four hundred and ninety 
years, with the addition of seventy sabr 
baths, and ten jubilees, making together 
a period of five hundred and seventy years. 
This arrangement is very complicated, and 
the chronology upon which it is founded 
has been proved quite inadmissible by Mr. 
Marshall, in his treatise on the pro- 
phecy f. 

A second class have dated from the de^ 
cree, enacted in the second or third year 

• Dissertation on the Prophecy of the Seventy 
Weeks, p. 158. 

•|" Marshall's Treatise on the Prophecy, p. 17. 75. 
77. 179. 
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of a king called by Ezra Darius *; and 
this prince has by different interpreters 
been taken for Cambyses, Darius Hys* 
taspis, and Darius Nothus f, between the 
two latter of whom there is a period of 
not less than sixty-two years. Counting 
about four hundred and ninety years from 
the second of Cambyses (B. G. 528), 
brings us to the first year of the reign of 
Herod the Great (B. C. 39). The same 
number of years from the second of Da- 
rius Hystaspis (B. C. 520), brings us to 
the first year of Augustus Caesar (B. C. 30), 
but what have Herod the Great, or Au* 
gustus Csesar, to do with the prophecy of 
the seventy weeks? The supposition of 
Scaliger, that Darius Nothus is the king 
spoken of by Ezra, under whom the new 
temple was built, is disproved by a pas-* 
sage in the second chapter of Haggai, 3. 
where the prophet says, speaking in the 

♦ Ezra vi. 6. 

f Scaliger de Hebdomadibus Danielis, libro de 
emendatione Temporum, p. 600. 

c 3 
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second year of Darius, '* Who is left 
amongst you that saw this house in her 
.first glory, and how do you see it now ?" 
the destruction of the old temple having 
taken place one hundred and seventy-six 
years before the second of Darius Nothus. 
A third class have dated from the tweur 
tieth year of Artaxerxes Longimanus, in 
which year Nehemiah, as related by him- 
self*, went up to Jerusalem by permis- 
sion of the king to rebuild the walls of 
the city. Amongst these, Africanus ter- 
minates the period of four hundred and 
ninety years in the fifteenth year of Ti- 
berius Caesar, in which he supposes Christ 
to have died. Between these two dates, 
however, there are but four hundred 
and seventy-five Julian years. To pro- 
duce four hundred and ninety, therefore, 
they are computed in lunar years of three 
hundred and fifty-four days each. But 
in addition to the objectionable compu- 

• Nehem. ii. 1. 
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tation in lunar years, there is little doubt 
that Christ suffered in the nineteenth year 
of Tiberius (9). 

Bishop Loyd and Mr. Marshall com- 
pute from the same decree, in years of 
three hundred and sixty days (10) each, 
which brings them to (A.D. 32.) for the 
termination of sixty-nine weeks, being one 
year before the death of Christ. And as it 
is said that Messiah shall be cut off after 
sixty-nine weeks, they consider that ex- 
pression to be fulfilled by his death in the 
following year. But the year A.D. 32. 
marks neither the birth of Christ, nor the 
beginning nor end of his ministry. How 
then can it terminate the period of sixty- 
nine weeks, " unto the Messiah?" The 
arrangement is also equally objectionable 
with the former as to the mode of compu- 
tation. 

Archbishop Usher, commencing from 
the same decree, counts in Julian years, 
but places the beginning of the reign 
of Artaxerxes nine years earlier than 

c 4 
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according to the usually received chro- 
nology. Petavius, the originator of this 
scheme, places the reign ten years earlier. 
The sixty-nine weeks terminate in the 
baptism or beginning of the ministry of 
Christ, and half a week more in his death. 
But to the scheme of Usher and Petavius 
it is objected, that the period of seven 
weeks is in no way accounted for, nor is 
there any distinct termination to the seven- 
tieth week. Besides which, the chrono- 
logy upon which it is founded, in contra- 
diction to the majority of historians, and 
the high authority of the canon of Pto- 
lemy, is usually considered sufficient 
reason to reject it. 

Some few have supposed the Artax- 
erxes mentioned by Ezra and Nehemiah 
to have been Artaxerxes Mnemon, frbm 
the twentieth of whose reign to the de- 
struction of Jerusalem, by lunar compu- 
tation, is about four hundred and ninety 
years. But this supposition is the most 
objectionable, perhaps of any, from the 
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I 

very improbable age to which it would 
assume many to have lived who are men-^ 
tioaed under the reign. 

The fourth and most satisfactory scheme 
of interpretation, takes the seventh year 
of Artaxerxes Longimanus as the date of 
the commencement of the seventy weeks^ 
in which year (B.C. 458.) Ezra went up 
to Jerusalem with many of the captives 
froa> Babylon, with the consent of the 
kiug« to re-establish the Levitical law in 
Judea * : and terminates in A.D. 33, when 
our Saviour was crucified, being a period 
of exactly four hundred and ninety years. 
The objections to the scheme as modified 
by Dr. Prideaux, are — 

1st. That whereas it proceeds upon a 
figurative interpretation of the building 
of the holy dty^ as the re-establish- 
ment of the ecclesiastical polity of the 
Jews, stated to be renewed by Ezra, and 
abrogated by Christ four hundred and 

* Ezra vii. 6. 
c 5 
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ninety years after, yet tbe conmstency, of 
this interpretation fails when it cames to 
the passage, ^^ The prince that shall come 
shall destroy the dty and the sanctuary/' 
&c. ; for as Titus is admitted to be the 
prince, either the figurative interpretation 
must be here dropped, or the city in that 
sense allowed to have lasted long after 
Christ. 

2d. That though the prophecy says, 
after sixty and two weeks, shall Messiah 
be cut off, yet this interpretation places 
the death of Christ exactly at the concln- 
si(Mi of the seventieth week. 

3dly. That the precision of the pro- 
phecy is destroyed by referring the last 
week, in the midst of which the sacrifice 
and oblation should cease, to the times of 
Christ. For, as Christ is here made to 
suffer at the end of the seventieth week, 
it becomes necessary to alter the trans- 
lation* of the passage to '* in half a week/' 

* The common translation is, *' in the midst of the 
week," which words are altered to, in ** half a week." 



OF THE SBVBNTY WBB&S. 35 

and to .say that Christ was half a week, 
or three years and a half, the period of 
his ministry, in causing the Levitical sa- 
crifice spiritually to cease. 

The weakness of this last point is al- 
most generally acknowledged, and it is 
now the received opinion that the passage 
in question refers to the time of the Jewish 
war, and not to the time of Christ. 

Sir Isaac Newton, therefore, and Mr. 
Faber, who both adopt the decree in the 
seventh year of Artaxerxes Longimanus, 
and compute to the death of Christ, and 
adhere also to the altered translation in 
the twenty-seventh verse, suppose the half 
week to refer to the three years and a half 
between the commencement of the Jew- 
ish war, and the ceasing of the literal 
daily sacrifice, shortly before the destruc- 
tion of Jerusalem (A.D. 73.) Thus sup- 
posing the prophecy to relate to a period 
of seventy weeks and a half, for which 
there is no warrant except the difficulty 
of any other explanation. 

c6 
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In many of these arrangements^ it has 
been found necessary to make consider- 
able alterations in the text^ some of them 
not justifiable in the opinion of competent 
judges. Allegorical interpretation has 
been resorted to by others, thereby 
destroying the peculiarly distinct and 
precise terms of the prophecy. And in 
none of them has the marked period 
of seven weeks been in any way clearly 
accounted for. It is this period indeed, 
and that of the last week^ which have 
hitherto proved the great stumbling blocks 
in the way of a satisfactory interpretation. 
Scaliger, after much consideration, thinks 
that no particular period is intended by 
these seven weeks, (11) but that* seven 
and threescore and two, is merely a mode 
of expressing sixty-nine. Sir Isaac Newton 
thinks these seven weeks may yet be ful- 
filled at the future restoration of the Jews^. 
Mr. Mede and others have suggested 

* Observations on the prophecies of Daniel, p. 133. 
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that they may signify forty-nine literal 
days, and refer to the fifty-two days 
during which the wall was building by 
Nehemiah. Prideaux and Faber have 
imagined, that the time during which the 
figurative holy city was in process of 
re-establishment, that is, while Ezra and 
Nehemiah were reforming and purifying 
the religion and institutions of the Jews, 
was about seven weeks, or forty-nine years, 
ending in the fifteenth of Darius No- 
thus. (12) But this is but a figurative 
interpretation even if founded upon suf- 
ficient authority, and it is admitted to be 
mere conjecture. Bishop Loyd supposes 
prophecy to have ceased with the death 
of Malachi, which event he places in the 
sixteenth of Artaxerxes Mnemon, apply- 
ing the words, ^' to seal up the vision and 
prophecy," to these seven w^eeks. This 
again, as regards the date, is conjecture, 
as is also the supposition of Mr. Marshall, 
who thinks that ^^ the street and wall" were 
about half a century, or forty-nine years, 
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in building after Nehemiah set about the 
work. 

Such is a very imperfect sketch of the 
present inconclusive state of the inter- 
pretation of this prophecy. And with 
some diffidence of my own opinions on the 
subject, treading as I am upon ground 
already carefully examined by so many 
learned men, I shall now, taking the 
present unbiassed translation of the Bible 
as my text, proceed to state how I would 
surest that the difficulties pointed out 
may be in great measure, if not entirely, 
obviated . 

The principal points which I shall en- 
deavour to establish are these : 

1st. That the prince mentioned by Ezra 
under the name of Darius, in whose reign 
an edict for rebuilding the city and temple 
of Jerusalem was issued, was the Xerxes 
of the Greek historians. 

2nd. That the word covenant, in the 
27th verse of the chapter containing the 
prophecy, refers to the covenant made with 
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Abraham^ viz. that his seed should inherit 
the land of Canaan as an everlasting pos- 
session. 

The establishment of the first of these 
points will not only afford a precise fulfil- 
ment of the joint period of seven and 
sixty-two weeks, or four hundred and 
eighty-three years, from the beginning of 
the reign of Xerxes to the birth of Christ ; 
but will also enable me to give a most 
satisfactory explanation of the difficult 
period of seven weeks, by showing, that 
from the issue of the edict to rebuild the 
city and temple, to the final completion 
of the wall of Jerusalem, was precisely 
forty-nine years. 

The establishment of the second point 
will obviate the necessity of resorting to 
an additional half week, beyond the se- 
venty weeks, now so usually adopted : 
and will enable me to show a literal ac- 
complishment of every word of the pro- 
phecy relating to the other great diffi- 
culty^ the last of the seventy weeks. 

13 
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The first proposition is, That the prince mentioned 
by Ezra, under the name of Darius, in whose 
reign an edict for rebuilding the city and temple 
of Jerusalem was issued, was the Xerxes of the 
Greek historians. 

It is evident that our information regard* 
ing the kings of Persia, as collected from 
sacred Scripture, can be neither very fall 
nor precise^ when we find that the same 
history can be applied, by some of the 
most learned and accurate writers, in such 
a variety of ways as we have seen in the 
last chapter : and when the same prince 
can be regarded by Newton as Dariua 
Hystaspis, by Scaliger as Darius Nothus, 
between whose reigns there is a difr* 
tance of not less than sixty^^two years. 
It might therefore be considered suffieteat 
for me barely to point out, without fur- 
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ther observation, how the substitution of 
Xerxes for Darius, in Ezra's history, 
would facilitate the interpretation of Da- 
nieFs prophecy. But I think I shall be 
able to do more. For, on a comparison 
of the sacred and profane history of the 
period in question, we shall find, I think, 
strong grounds of probability, if not al- 
most of certainty, of the truth of the above 
suggestion. 

Although there are some differences be- 
tween the histories contained in what is 
called the apocryphal, and the canonical 
book of Ezra, yet as they do not tend to 
invalidate each other as far as regards the 
succession of the kings of Persia, we must 
be satisfied that the account contained in 
these books, as well as in the book of 
Nehemiah, is in this respect correct, as 
far as it goes. For both Esira and Nehe- 
miah lived in times of the kings they speak 
of, and had intimate connexion with them; 
the one, according to Josephus*, being a 

* Josephus* Antiq. L 11. cap. v. 1, 
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friend of the king who gave him his com- 
mission, and the other, as related by him- 
self*, being cupbearer to Artaxerxes, a 
post of importance among the captives of 
Persia. We must also be satisfied that the 
intercourse of the Greeks with Persia about 
the same time, and the research of Hero- 
dotus, who wrote so shortly after, equally 
enabled them to hand down to us a faith- 
ful record of the succession of princes to 
the throne of that empire. 

From these two authentic and indepen- 
dent sources, therefore, which may reason- 
ably be expected to afford consistent re- 
sults, we have the two following lists of the 
Persian kings, as far as Darius Nothus: 

From Ezra and From the Length of 

Nehemiah. Greek Historians, Reign. 

ys, ms. 

1 . Cyrus Cyrus (alone) 7 

^ . , C Cambyses 7 5 

2. Anasuerus I « /• 

. < Smerdis 7 

V Darius Hystaspis 36 

4. Darius Xerxes 21 

5. Artaxerxes... Artaxerxes Longimanus ...41 

6. Darius Darius Nothus 19 

* Nehem. i. 11. 
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Both these accoants s^ree in naming 
Cyrus as the first king, and both conclude 
with the names of Artaxerxes and Darius. 
Now this Artaxerxes, the fifth king of the 
sacred account, who, according to Ne- 
bemiah, reigned upwards of thirty-two 
years *, can be no other than Artaxerxes 
Longimanus (13). For if he were Artax- 
erxes Mnemon, Ezra f and Nehemiah |, 
who both went up with Zerubabel to Jeru- 
salem, must have lived not less than a 
century and a half, according to any view 
of their history, which is incredible. Eli- 
ashib § also was high-priest in the time of 
this Artaxerxes, and the Alexandrine 
chronicle, which gives the most exact 
account of the succession of the high- 
priests, makes Eliashib to have died in 
the eleventh year of Darius Nothus. 

Being sure then of our ground as to the 
first and fifth kings of the sacred account, 
we have only to ascertain who were the 

* Nehem. vi. t Ezra ii. 2. 

X Nehem. xii. 1 . § K^ehem. iii. 1 . 
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three intermediate kings. I shall assume, 
for the present, that Ahasuerus *, the se- 
cond king mentioned by Ezra, is the 
Greek Cambyses, which is the general 
opinion. There remain, therefore, two 
kings of the sacred account, viz. Artax- 
erxes f , the third on the list, and Darius t> 
the fourth on the list, to be reconciled with 
three ofthe Greek historians, viz. Snierdis, 
Darius Hystaspis, and Xerxes. 

There can be no doubt that three princes 
reigned. Ezra, therefore, who in record- 
ing events relating to the Jews, merely in- 
cidentally mentions the reigns in which 
they happened, has omitted one, probably 
finding no event affecting the Jews worthy 
of record in the omitted reign. If we can 
determine, therefore, which of the three 
princes has been omitted, the remaining 
reigns must then coincide. Now Smerdis 
reigned seven months after the death 
of Cambyses, Darius Hystaspis reigned 

♦ E^ra iv. 6, t Ezra Iv. 7. J Ezra iv. 24, 
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thirty-six years, and Xerxes twenty-one 
years. From the length of the respective 
reigns, therefore, we should be led to 
conclude that Smerdis was the prince 
omitted. In which case Xerxes would 
appear to be the fourth king mentioned 
by Ezra, under the name of Darius. But 
the name Darius occurring as the fourth 
in both accounts, it has usually been 
considered that the same prince is spoken 
of in both places, viz. Darius Hystaspis. 
In this case Xerxes must be the king 
omitted by Ezra, in whose reign he found 
nothing to relate concerning the Jews. 
When, however, we consider the state of 
anxiety and suspense in which the Jews 
were at that time with respect to the re- 
building of their city, can we suppose that 
they would have remained silent for up- 
wards of sixty-one years, from the second 
or third year of Darius Hystaspis, when, 
according to the supposition, they ob- 
tained permission to rebuild their temple, 
to the seventh of Artaxerxes Longimanus, 
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when Ezra went up to Jerusalem? or is it 
not more likely, if we could get over the 
difficulty as to the name Darius, that the 
short reign of Smerdis, rather the^i that 
of Xerxes, has been omitted ? 

With regard to the name Darius, I do 
not think it any great impediment to the 
supposition. For, like Pharaoh with the 
Egyptians^ it appears to have been a very 
common title with the Persian kings ; and 
indeed signified nothing more than the 
sovereign. ** It may be observed," says 
Sir William Jones, **thatDara, or the 
Sovereign, was rather an epithet than a 
proper name of the Persian kings ; so that 
the Daricks, or pieces of money, which 
were known at Athens, might have been 
coined by any Persian monarch, and have 
borne that name without the least impro- 
priety*." The Jewish writers, at least 
from the time of their great chronicle, the 

* Short History of Persia, by Sir William Jones. 
Works, vol. xii. p. 409. 
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Seder Olam Rabbah, make no difficulty 
whatever upon this point. For they, in- 
cluding the learned M aimonides, generally 
consider the Darius in question to be the 
same king as the Artaxerxes in whose 
seventh year Ezra received his commis- 
sion ; attaching, therefore, no great im- 
portance to these diflFerent titles (14). 
Sir William Jones also observes, **the 
Asiatic princes have constantly assumed 
new titles or epithets at different periods 
of their lives, or on different occasions ; a 
custom which we have seen prevalent in 
our own times, both in Iran (Persia) and 
Hindtistan, and which has been a source 
of great confusion in the Scripture ac- 
count of Babylonian occurrences *." 

But let us remember that there is an 
instance in the book of Daniel of the 
very point we are supposing. For he 
speaks of that prince who,-in conjunction 
with Cyrus, overthrew Babylon, as Darius 

* Sir William Jones, Discourse on the Persians. 
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the Median '^^ who by the Greeks is ealled 
Cyaxares. Why then should not Darius 
the Persian be the Xerxes of the Greeks ? 
It may be objected, perhaps, that the in-^ 
terchange of names in the two accounts 
necessarily following upon this suppo* 
sition, is too great a difficulty to be easily 
got over. For not only would Ezra's 
Darius be the Xerxes of the Greeks, but 
Ezra's Artaxerxes would be the Greek 
Darius. But we find from a passage ia 
Herodotus, that the three appellatioos are 
merely regal titles, very nearly syii<mi- 
mous, and equally applicable both to 
Darius Hystaspis and Xerxes. ^^ And 
these names, according to the Greek Ian* 
guage, signify, Darius, a ruler, Xerxes, a 
warrior, Artaxerxes, a great warrior.'* (15) 
We may fairly, therefore, dismiss from 
our minds any diflBculty arising from the 
use of the title Darius. And as on this 
ground there is no obstacle to our sup- 

♦ Daniel v. 31. 
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poftiog the fourth king mentioned by Ezra, 
to be Xerxes, so it is probable that he 
was that king from the great length of 
time which must have been passed over 
in Ezra's history on any other suppo- 
flition. 

But, Secondly. Let us suppose for a 
moment Smerdis to be the third king 
mentioned by Ezra, under the name of 
Artaxerxes, and then let us examine how 
far what Ezra relates as occurring under 
that king, is applicable to his reign. 

We read in the 4th chapter of Ezra, 
that in the reign of this Artaxerxes, the 
governors of Samaria wrote a letter to 
him, stating how the Jews were building 
the rebellious city of Jerusalem, which, 
if suffered to be finished^ would no longer 
pay tribute to the kings of Persia ; and 
begging that the records might be 
searched, which would show how sedi* 
tious the city of Jerusalem had been of 
old, and how it had been destroyed in 
consequence in former days. Artaxerxes 
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upon this orders search to be made, and 
finding that mighty kings had once 
reigned in Jerusalem, who had raised 
sedition and rebellion as alleged, returns 
an answer, commanding that the Jews 
be prevented from continuing the work 
till the issue of another decree from him. 
And the building accordingly ceased till 
the reign of a king called Darius. Now 
the question is, how far is all this his- 
tory applicable to the reign of Smerdis ? 

We know that Cambyses died - in Sy- 
ria*', at no great distance from Samaria, 
having just returned from the conquest of 
Egypt ; and that the courier bearing the 
intelligence of the usurpation of Smerdis, 
met him there f. It is improbable that 
an application should have been made to 
the usurper, by the governors of Samaria; 
during the life of the lawful kitig, so near 
at hand with his . army ; and we must 

* Josephus says at Damascus, Herodotus at a little 
place called Ecbatana, in Syria. 
f Herodotus, lib. iii. 62. 
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allow some little time for the news of his 
death to reach Samaria, and for the pre- 
paration of the letter to the new king. 
The letter was then dispatched to Sosa, 
for Smerdis reigned at Susa, according to 
Herodotus. And what time shall we 
allow for the performance of so long a 
journey ? 

The mode of travelling in the East in 
those da3's was much the same as in the 
present, that is to say, on horses, camels, 
or asses, &c. ; the same beast performing 
the whole journey as well as the rider : 
a most fatiguing mode of travelling, and 
not to be accomplished except at a very 
moderate pace, and with many intervals 
of rest. Nor was the danger less in those 
days than now, from the tribes of Arabs 
infesting the desert. So that we find 
Nehemiah escorted by a guard*, and 
Ewa only prevented from applying for 
one, from having boasted to the king of 
the protection which God would afford 

^ Nehem. ii. 9. 
D 2 
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him*. We may presume, therefore, 
that journeys were not made between 
Judaea and Babylonia, except in bodies 
sufficient for self-protection, and pro- 
bably with no greater expedition than the 
caravans in the present day. With re- 
gard to the route, Babylon, through which 
the traveller to Susa would pass, lies al- 
most due east of Jerusalem, the great Ara- 
bian desert occupying the intermediate 
space. This desert, more impassable even 
than the sea, entirely cut off all communi- 
cation between them in the direct line, 
and the ordinary route, therefore, from 
Jerusalem to Babylon, was through Up- 
per Syria and Mesopotamia. Accordingly 
Jeremiah speaks of the Babylonians as 
^' a nation from far," a nation whose lan- 
guage the Jews knew not f : also as a 
nation coming from the north^j indicat- 
ing the quarter from which they should 
approach Judoea, when about to invade it. 

* Ezra viii. 22. . f Jerem. v. 15. 
X Jerem. vi. 22. 



OF THB SEVBKrr WEEKS. 53 

And we know that Nebuchadnezzar came 
through Riblah and Hamath (afterwards 
called Antioch and Epiphania) * when he 
destroyed Jerusalem. This was the or- 
dinary route t- Yet so little intercourse 
was there between the two countries in 
the time of Nebuchadnezzar, or so diffi- 
cult was the journey, that we find Eze- 
kiel, who was then captive at the river 
Cfaebar, (one of the channels of the Eu- 
phrates) :{: did not hear of the capture of 
Jerusalem till exactly one year and six 
months after the event <§• Ezra, accord- 
ing to tradition, passed by the same nor* 
them route, coming through Chalne in 
Mesopotamia, where he is said to have 
directed a synagogue to be built ||. 

^ Bocbart, Geographia Sacra, Praefatio, p. 9. 

•f The prophet Amos seems to point out the line 
of this route, eh. vi. 2 : — " Pass ye unto Calneh (in 
Mesopotamia) and see ; and from thence go to Ha- 
math the great, and then go down to Gath of the 
Philistines. '^ 

;{; Bochart, 1. i. cap. viii. p. 39. § Ezek. xxxiii. 21. 

II Benjamin of Tudela's Journey, ch. xii. 

D 3 
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Now with regard to the lime required 
for performing this journey, we are told 
by Ezra himself* that it took him four 
months to complete his journey from 
Babylon to Jerusalem, travelling with a 
body of about one thousand four hundred 
persons, not more than a large caravan 
in the present days. He might, perhaps, 
have performed the distance, unincum- 
bered, in a shorter time. But, on the 
other hand, we are considering the time 
of a journey to Susa, which was between 
fifteen and twenty days' journey beyond 
Babylon t : and it is also more probable 
that the bearer of the letter to Artaxerxes 
travelled with, than without, a body to 

* " For upon the first day of the first month began 
he to go up from Babylon, and on the first day of the 
fifth month came he to Jerusalem, according to the 
good hand of his God upon him.** Ezra vii. 9. — 
** According to the prosperous journey which the Lord 
gave them.*' 1 Esdras viii. 6. 

t According to Arrian, Alexander the Great took 
twenty days in marching from Babylon to Susa, losing 
as little time as possible. Arrian. Hist« 1. 3. c. xvi. 
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ax^companj him. Nehemiah, we may 
presume, took about the same time in 
performing his journey from Susa to Je- 
rusalem ; for he had permission from Ar- 
taxerxes in the first month (Nisan) to re* 
build the wall of Jerusalem, and the work 
was finished in fifty-two days from its 
commencement, on the twenty-fifth day 
of the sixth month (Elul) ; he having set 
about it not many days after his arrival *. 
We cannot then, I think, allow less than 
four months for the transmission of the 
letter of the rulers of Samaria to the king 
at Susa, including the time which elapsed 
between the death of Cambyses and its 
preparation. 

On the receipt of the letter, Artaxerxes 
orders the records to be searched. Now 
these records, in all probability, were at 
Babylon, the seat of empire when th^ 
Jews revolted, or at Ecbatana. For on a 
similar application made to Darius, he is 

* Nehem. ii. 11. 
D 4 
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requested to *•' let search be made in the 
king's treasure-house which is there at 
Babylon*;" and on search being made, 
'' there was found at Acmetha(Ecbatana), 
in the palace, that is in the province of 
the Medes, a rollf," &c. This exami- 
nation of the records, therefore, would 
have consumed not less than two months, 
allowing ordinary expedition in such 
matters, and a journey to either of those 
cities and back to Susa:};. Lastly, the 
king returns an answer commanding the 
Jews to cease from the work. Now if 
this king were Smerdis, his answer must 
inevitably have reached its destination 
three mouths after his death, even sup- 
posing the events to have succeeded each 
other with sufficient rapidity to have 
allowed of any answer at all within the 
seven months of his reign. 



* Ezra V. 17. f ^^^ ^^' ^• 

X Susa abest a Seleucid Babylonia 450 mille pas- 
suum ; tantumdem ab Ecbatanis Medoram per mon- 
tem Charbanum. Plin. Nat, Hist. 1. 6. c. xxxi. 
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But we are told, in the first book of 
JEsdras *, that upon this command to stop 
the building, the Jews '* were hindered 
for the space of two years", and Josephus 
says, nine years. We are also told by 
the prophet Haggai f^ that the building 
was again in progress in the sixth month 
of the second year of the king called Da- 
rius. Now if Josephus, who is extremely 
accurate as to dates in all that relates to 
the rebuilding of the city and temple, had 
any authority for this cessation for fiine 
years (16), except its being the result of 
his own arrangement (for he supposes 
Canibyses to be the king alluded to un- 
der the name of Artaxerxes), it would be 
decisive against the possibility of Smerdis 
being the Artaxerxes of Ezra: as there 
could not be nine years between the death 
of Smerdis and the second year of Darius 
Hystaspis, and there was a much longer 
period between that event and the second 

* 1 Efidraa v. 73. t Haggai i. 16. 

D 5 
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of Xerxes. But if the command to cease 
from building reached Jerusalem three 
months after the death of Smerdis, not 
even two full years* could have elapsed 
before the recommencement of the work, 
according to Haggai. 

It may be observed, however, that the 
letter in question might have been des- 
patched by a courier, and that, taking 
the shorter route through Damascus and 
Palmyra over the desert, he might have 
performed the journey in much less time 
than has been supposed. To this conjec- 
ture I would merely oppose the authority 
of the Septuagint translation, which differs 
from the Chaldee in this passage, and 
states how this communication from the 
governors was really made, viz. through 



* Whether we reckon the years of Darius according 
to the Jewish or Chaldaean mode, from the first of 
Nisan, or first of Thoth, the sixth month of the second 
year will not fall eighteen months after the accession, 
unless the accession should happen to fall in the 
course of either of those months. See Note 23. 
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the means of the collector of tribute *, 
and not by a courier ; a most natural and 
propitious mode of gaining the king's at- 
tention, but the opportunity for which oc- 
curred probably only once, or at most 
twice in the course of a year. This use 
of the collector of tribute would seem, 
therefore, to imply not more than ordi- 
nary haste on the part of the rulers of 
Samaria upon the occasion ; and it is not 
unreasonable to assume, that, encum- 
bered as he must have been by a conside- . 

**0 ^opoXoyo^ ov diretrrelXars irpo^ i/fidQ t/cXiJOij 
efjLTrpoadey ifiov, — Grabes. Alex. MS. 'O *iepevc B. 
Kc^. A. 18. Also Vat. MS. 

Tore o^opoXoyoc rov *Aprairaa6a jSatriXiw^ dviyvta 
kvtjJTTwy *T£ovfi Koi Sa^tpa/. &c. &c. Ibid. 25. 

Possibly the mention of the collector of tribute was 
purposely dropped in the later copies of the book of 
Ezra, from the increasing jealousy of the Jews of any 
record of their subjection to a foreign nation. ** We 
be Abraham's seed, and were never in bondage to any 
man." John viii. 33. — ^That the Jews have not scru- 
pled to make alterations in this book we know from 
Justin, who charges them with the omission of a pas- 
sage relating to Christ. Just. Dialog, cum Tryph. p. 

297, 298. 

d6 
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rable train and treasure, his journey was 
not one of extraordinary expedition. 

This subject of the tribute, however, 
leads me to another consideration, which 
to my mind is convincing, not only that 
this Artaxerxes of Ezra was not Smerdis, 
but that he must have been Darius Hys- 
taspis. 

, We have hitherto proceeded upon the 
supposition that Ahasuerus (17), the se- 
cond king mentioned by Ezra, was the 
Greek Cambyses, according to the general 
opinion. But it is probable that this 
Ahasuerus is. the same king with Arta- 
xerxes, the third on the list. For we find 
the verse in which Ahasuerus is men- 
tioned in canonical Ezra*', entirely omitted 
in the parallel passage in apocryphal Es- 
drasf, and it has probably been put 
in from the margin ; no mention is 
made of this king by Josephus ; and in 
the Latin translation, and by Philo;}^, 

♦Ezra iv. 6. fEsdras ii. 16. v. 73. 

I See Note 19. 
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they are said to be one and the same king. 
If, however, Ahasuerus and Artaxerxes 
are one, why may we not consider them 
to represent Cambyses, according to the 
supposition of Josephus ? In which case, 
as he reigned nearly eight years, there 
would remain no difficulty as to sufl^ient 
length of reign for the completion of events 
mentioned under it But I think the king 
alluded to must be Darius Hystaspisi for 
the following reasons. 

We find the whole burthen of the letter 
to king Artaxerxes, from the rulers of Sa- 
maria, was upon the subject of his tribute 
and rev€7me. *' If this city be builded 
ajad the wall set up again, then will the}' 
not pay toll, tribute ^ or custom^ and so 
thou shalt endamage the revenue of the 
kings *•" — '* We certify the king that, if 
this city be builded again, and the walls 
thereof set up, by this means thou shalt 
have no portion on this side the river," 
Now one of the leading features of the 

* Ezra iv. 13, 16. 
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reign of Darius Hystaspis was the impo- 
sition of fixed tributes upon all the pro- 
vinces subject to Persia, by which both he 
and his successor, Xerxes, were so greatly 
enriched. Three hundred and fifty ta- 
lents were laid by Darius upon Phoenicia 
and Palestine * , though up to this reign, 
according to Herodotus, Strabo, and other 
historians, that is, during the reigns of 
Cyrus, Cambyses, and Smerdis, the pro- 
vinces had been left to themselves, as was 
the common custom in the East, to bring 
gifts t, each according to the produce of 



* Herod Liii. 91. 

t That it was the custom, in early times, for the 
suhject nations to bring gifts or presents, we find 
from many passages in scripture. Thus we see the 
king of Assyria finding cause of complaint against 
Hosea, that " he had brought no present ta the king 
of Assyria, as he had done year by year." 2 Kings 
xvii. 4. — And in the days of David, " the Syrians be- 
came David's servants, and brought gifts.** 1 Chron. 
xviii. 6. — But in the latter times of the Persian go- 
vernment we find the common term in use was no 
longer gifts or presents, but the very expression made 
use of in this letter to Artaxerxes, i. e. toll, tribute, 
and custom. Ezra vii, 24. — This change of term 
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its own land, corn, horses, &c. so that 
in the time of Herodotus, Cyrus was looked 
back upon as a father of his people. Cam- 
byses as a master, Darius as a merchant 
or broker (18). On the subject of his tri- 
bute Darius Hystaspis was most rigid, 
and upon their good management as to 
this point, probably, much depended his 
favour towards the rulers and viceroys of 
his provinces. When, therefore, we find 
the subject of the letter to have been the 
difficulty which the rulers of the province 
expected to encounter in collecting the 
king's tribute J and that the bearer of the 
letter was the tax-collector himself, it is 
impossible to suppose this letter to have 
been written at a time when neither tax 
nor tax-collector were in existence : and 
further, as no one would suppose it to 
have been addressed to any king later than 
Darius Hystaspis, we must conclude that 
it was sent to Darius himself. 

was probably introduced with the improved system 
adopted by Darius Hystaspis. 
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In confirmation of this conclusion. 
Usher has already shown, from indepen- 
dent reasoning, that the Ahasuerus that 
married Esther (who also is called Artax- 
erxes in the Septuagint) was Darius Hys- 
taspis. In which case, for the reasons 
above, he must be the same as the Aha- 
suerus and Artaxerxes of Ezra (though 
Usher has not followed out this conclu- 
sion); and that they were the same prince, 
is still more strongly confirmed by Jewish 
authority, which makes Esther to have 
been the wife of Ezra's Ahasuerus *. 

1st. Then, on the supposition that 
Ahasuerus was Cambyses, I think it im- 
probable that Artaxerxes was Smerdis, 

* Assuerus, reginae Estherae maritus, imperavit 
post Cyrum anno, &c. David Gantz, chron. p. 53. 
The Jewish chronologists profess to go upon the 
principle of considering that there were no other kings 
of Persia besides those mentioned in Scripture, and of 
limiting their reigns to the number of years which 
happen to be there mentioned* So that this is no 
authority for Assuerus being the immediate successor 
of Cyrus. 
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because he reigned only seven months, 
which allows hardly sufficient time for the 
events said to have occurred in his reign. 

2nd. The actual lapse of time recorded 
between the cessation of the building of 
the temple and its resumption, at least two 
years, if not nine, could not have taken 
place between the arrival of a decree of 
Smerdis, and the sixth month of the 
second year of Darius Hystaspis. 

3rd. The subject of the letter to the 
king being the difficulty likely to occur 
respecting his tribute and revenue, and 
the bearer of the letter being the tax col- 
lector, precludes the possibility of its 
having been addressed to any king earlier 
than Darius Hystaspis, under whom 
taxes and tax collectors were first intro- 
duced : and no one would place it later. 

4th. It is probable that the Ahasuerus 
and Artaxerxes of the book of Ezra are 
one and the same king. Usher also has 
shown that a king bearing both these 
titles in the book of Esther, was Darius 
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Hystaspis. And we are enabled on Jew- 
ish authority to identify the princes of 
both these books by the identity of their 
wives, viz. Esther. 

Whether, therefore, we consider Aha- 
suerus the second king, and Artaxerxes 
the third mentioned by Ezra, to have 
been the same, or two different princes, 
we come to the conclusion, that Artaxerxes 
was no other than Darius Hystaspis. 

And if Ezra's Artaxerxes were Darius 
Hystaspis, then must his successor^ called 
Darius^ have been the Xerxes of the Greeks, 
which it is our object to prove. 

Thirdly. If it could be shown that Da- 
rius, the fourth king mentioned by Ezra, 
could not be Darius Hystaspis, it would 
follow that he must be Xerxes. 

Now there is a point in the history of 
this Darius, as given by Josephus *, and 
the 1st book of Esdras'\y which appears 
to me inapplicable to Darius Hystaspis. 
Both these accounts, after relating the 

* Josephus' Ant. 1. ii. c. 3. 7. f 1st Esdras, iv.43. 
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Story of the three guards of the king who 
spake wise sentences before him, upon 
which Zerubabel was desired to ask 
whatever he might wish, go on to say, 
that Zerubabel then put the king in 
mind of the vow which he had made to 
build Jerusalem when he should come to 
his kingdom. Darius Hystaspis having 
no previous expectation of the throne of 
Persia, the government having fallen 
suddenly into his hands from amongst 
many other nobles, upon the neighing of 
his horse, can hardly be supposed to have 
been the person making this vow. But, 
on the other hand, Xerxes his son, who 
contended for the crown, to the exclusion 
of his elder brother, would have been 
likely, from his situation, to have made 
such a vow, in order to propitiate the 
Jews, a party then of importance in the 
kingdom of Persia : and if, as the Jew- 
ish writers inform us, this king was 
really the son of Esther * (which Darius 

* Darius secundus, filius Assueri, imperavit super 
Persas anno 3406. et prout in Uaikra Rabah refertur, 



1 
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Hystaspis could not be), it would be highly 
probable that he should have made such 
a vow with the intention of favouring the 
nation of which his mother was born. 

Another ai^ument drawn from Jose- 
phus and Apocryphal Esdras, is either 
decisive against the authority of those his- 
tories, or against the possibility of Darius 
Hystaspis being the Darius of the book 
of Ezra. We are told that ''when Da- 
rius reigned, he made a great feast 

to all the governors, and captains, and 
lieutenants that were under him, from 
India unto Ethiopia, of one hundred and 
twenty-seven provinces*," This feast 
took place in the first or second year of 
his reign f. Under Darius the Mede, 
the provinces, we know, were one hun- 
dred and twenty \. Cyrus and Cambyses 
both added to the number, but neither of 
them conquered India. This province 

fuit hie filius reginse Estherse. Idem quoque scribunt 
in Thosiphta ad cap. i. Rosch A-sanah. D. Gantz, 
p. 54. *♦ 1st Esdras iii. 1 — 2. fSee page 110. 

\ Daniel vi. 1. 
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was added by Darius Hystaspis, some 
years after he came to the throne. He 
could not, therefore, have given a feast to 
the governor of this province, either in 
the first or second year of his reign. The 
above passage^ therefore, is either spu- 
rious, or the Darius of Ezra was not 
Darius Hystaspis. 

Fourthly. The supposition that Xerxes 
is the Darius of Ezra, afibrds the most 
satisfactory explanation of a difficulty in 
the histories of the books of Ezra and 
Nehemiah. 

As this is a point of some importance, 
and one also affecting the question of the 
authenticity of the first book of Esdras, 
called apocryphal, I would beg the 
readers indulgence and attention if I 
should appear to digress a little from my 
subject in the few following pages. 

In the tenth and twelfth chapters of the 
book of Nehemiah, are contained two lists 
of priests and Levites : one, of those who 
went up with Zerubabel and Jeshua to 
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Jerusalem from Babylon ; the other, of 
those who sealed a covenant to keep the 
law of Moses. 



Nehemiah xii. 


Nehemiah x. 


1. Now these are the 


1 . Now those that sealed 


priests and the Le- 


were 


vites that went up with 




Zerubahel the son of 




Schealtiel,andJeshua. 




(Nehemiah *) 


Nehemiah, the Ter- 




shatha, the son of 




Hachaliah and Zid- 




kijah 


Seraiah 


Seraiah 




Azariah 
Jeremiah 


Jeremiah 


Ezra 


{Ezraf) 




Pashur 
Amariah 


Amariah 


Malluch 


Malchijah 


Hattush 


HaUush 


Shecaniah J 


Shehaniah 




Malluch 
Hmrim 


Rehum § 



* Though not a priest Nehemiah came with Zeru- 
bahel. Ezra ii. 2. 

t Ezra was at Jerusalem at this time, teaching the 
people, with Nehemiah. Nehem. viii. 9. 

J Nehem. xii. 14. Shehaniah. 



§ Nehem. xii. 15. Harim. 
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Meremoth 




Meremoth 


Iddo 




Obadiah 

Daniel 


Ginnetho 




Ginnelhon 
"Bariich 






IVfeshiillam 


Abijali 




ATA wUmA^ 1 aM(**.A 

Abijah 


Miamin 




Mijamin 


Maadiah 




Maaziah 


Bilgah 




Bilgai 


Shemaiah 




Shemaiah 


Joiarib 






Jedaiah 






Sallu 






Amok 






Hilkiab 






Jedaiah 






7. These were the chief 


8. These were the priests, 


of the priests and their 




brethren in the 


days 




of Jeshua. 






8. Moreover the Levites. 


9. And the Levites 


Jeshua 




Jeshua, the son of 
Azariah 


Binnui 




Binnui of the sons of 
Henadad 


Kadmiel 




Kadmiel 


Sherebiah 




Shehaniah 


Judah 




Hodijah * 



* Ezra ii. 40, margin. 
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Mattaniah 


Kelita 


Bakbukiah 


Pelaiah 


Unni 


Hanan 




&c. &c. 



We here find that not less than twenty- 
one of the same priests and Levites, who 
came to Jerusalem with Zeru babel and 
Jeshua, also sealed the covenant : and 
Ezra and Nehemiah were present upon 
both occasions. The date of the arrival 
of Zerubabel and the abovenamed priests 
and Levites, from Babylon, is placed by 
the book of Ezra in the reign of Cyrus *. 
Let us then enquire, first, at what time 
we are to place the sealing of the cove- 
nant, a point we shall find of no little 
difficulty, and then see how far the intro- 
duction of the reign of Xerxes, as that of 
Ezra's Darius^ will assist us in assigning 
the true positions to that event. 

According to the chronology in the 
margin of our bibles, the sealing of the 
covenant is placed in the time of the go- 

*Ezra ii. 
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vemorship of Nehemiah over Jerasalem, 
about the twentieth year of the reign of 
Artaxerxes Longimanas ; and this is the 
opinion of Prideaux. and many others. 
Some, as Josephus, have placed it in the 
seventh year of the reign, that is, when 
Ezra came up from Babylon to restore the 
observance of the laws of Moses. 

Now from the first year of the reign of 
Cyrus to the seventh year of Artaxerxes 
Longimanus, is seventy-nine years. To 
the twentieth year of the same reign is 
ninety'-two years. 

7 Cyrus 7 

8 Cambyses 8 
36 Darius Hystaspis 36 
21 Xerxes 21 

7 Artaxerxes Longimanus 20 

79 92 

The ages of the chief priests in the 
reign of Cyrus would run, we may pre- 
sume, from not less than thirty to forty 
y^ars. Of the Levites, no one engaged 

£ 
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on the bailding of the temple could be 
less than twenty years of age * ; and as 
three of the five Levites who sealed the 
covenant, viz. Jeshua, Kadmiel, and Ju- 
dahf, had sons of twenty years of age at 
the building of the temple, they must 
themselves have been not less than be- 
tween thirty-five and forty years of age at 
that time. If we add five years as a rea- 
sonable average time to which these priests 
and Levites may have lived after sealing 
the covenant, we shall have to add from 
thirty-five to forty-five years to the periods 
between the beginning of the reign of 
Cyrus and the seventh arid twentieth of 
Artaxerxes, to ascertain the extre^ne ages 
of these twenty-one persons. 

7th Artaxerxes Longimanus. 20th Artaxerxes Lon^manus. 

79 79 92 92 

35 45 35 45 



114 124 127 137 



* £zra ill. 8. t Ezra iii. 9. 
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So that if we suppose the covenant to 
have been sealed in the seventh year of 
Artaxerxes, the lives of twenty-one per- 
sons engaged about the temple must be 
taken as between one hundred and four- 
teen and one hundred and twenty-four 
years. If in the twentieth year of that 
reign^ as between one hundred and 
twenty-seven and one hundred and thirty- 
seven years. Either of which conclusions 
is highly improbable. 

It is clear to me, therefore, that the 
chronology in the margin of our bibles is 
incorrect, (if we receive merely the his- 
tory contained in the canonical books) 
which places the sealing of the covenant 
in the twentieth year of Artaxerxes. It is 
equally clear, in my opinion, that it 
could not have taken place in the seventh 
year of that reign. 

Sir Isaac Newton observed this diffi- 
culty, and immediately came to the con- 
clusion that the ceremony of the renewal 
of the covenant took place at a much 

E 2 
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earlier date than the reign of Artaxerxes. 
He supposes Nehemiah, when speaking 
of this transaction, not to be relating 
what took place in his own time, but to 
be still copying from the register, to which 
he alludes in the seventh chapter, sixth 
verse, events which happened long before 
he became governor of Judea. This I 
think is highly probable : and, from the 
apparent connexion of the seventh and 
three following chapters of Nehemiah, it 
would appear that the event took place in 
the seventh month after the arrival of the 
captives from Babylon with Zerubabel. 
Sir Isaac has accordingly fixed its date 
to the reign of Cyrus *. 

Upon this supposition, however, a still 
greater difficulty arises with respect to 
the ages of Ezra and Nehemiah, who 
being both present at the sealing of. the 
covenant, are thus supposed to have been 
living in the reign of Cyrus. 

* Sir I, Newton's Chronology, p. 361, 
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We will suppose each to have been 
about thirty years of age in the first year 
of Cyrus, which is the least we can sup- 
pose, one being a priest, the other Tir- 
shatha, some office of high dignity. Let 
us next consider to what age they must 
have lived according to Sir Isaac New- 
ton's arrangement. We know that both 
were present at the dedication of the wall 
of Jerusalem, each having conducted a 
company upon the wall on that occasion *. 
Now this event cannot be placed earlier 
than the twentieth of Artaxerxes Longi- 
manusf, and we know that Nehemiah 
was living even as late as the thirty-third 
year of that reign J. Placing then the 
death of Ezra five years after the dedica- 
tion of the wall, and that of Nehemiah 
five years after the thirt3'-third of Arta- 
xerxes, we shall come to the result, that 
Ezra lived to the age of one hundred and 

* Nehem, xii. 36 & 38. t Nehem. ii. 1. 

X Nehem. xiii. 6. 

E 3 
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twenty-seven, and Nehemiah to the age 
of one hundred and forty years. 



Ezra. 




Nehemiah. 


30 


AOB. 


SO 


7 


Cyrus 


7 


8 


Cambyses 


8 


36 


Darius Hystaspis 


36 


21 


Xerxes 


21 


25 


Artaxerxes Longimanus 


38 



127 140 

But both Ezra and Nehemiah probably 
lived much beyond the thirty-third of 
Artaxerxes Longimanus ; for we find that 
Nehemiah expelled from Jerusalem one 
of the sons of Joiada, who had married 
the daughter of Sanballat* : and this 
young man, who was of an age to marry, 
was the son of Joiada, who was the son 
of Eliashib, who was the son of Joiakim, 
who was the son of Jeshua, who was high- 

* Nehem. xiii. 28. 
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priest in the reign of Cyrus. So that 
Nehemiah was contemporary with the 
fifth generation after the return from cap- 
tivity. Now Johanan, the eldest son of 
Joiada, according to the Alexandrine 
chronicle, continued high-priest till the 
year B. C. 342, being one hundred and 
ninety-four years after the first of Cyrus : 
and supposing Johanan to have been but 
twenty years of age when his brother was 
driven away by Nehemiah, and allowing 
him to have lived to the age of ninety- 
four, that transaction will have taken 
place one hundred and twenty years after 
the first of Cyrus. We have already ob- 
served, that if Nehemiah was at Jeru- 
salem in the reign of Cyrus, he must 
have been not less than thirty years of 
age at that time, which, added to one 
hundred and twenty, would make him to 
have lived one hundred and fifty years. 
As Ezra also is said to have entered into 
the chamber of Johanan, the son of Elia- 

E 4 
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shib * ;' if this Johanan is the same who 
was afterwards high-priest, who was 
grandson of Eliashib, (the omission of the 
father's name being very common f) Ezra 
must also have lived nearly to the same 
time as Nehemiah. 

That two persons, however, living at 
the same time, and engaged in the same 
duties, should have lived to such extra* 
ordinary ages as even the lowest of these 
computations would make them, both 
retaining their energy and faculties, is 
too remarkable a fact, I think, to have 
been passed over in silence in the his- 
tories of such eminent individuals : and 
though it must be admitted that in the 
arrangement of Sir Isaac Newton there is 
nothing which can be pronounced physi- 
cally impossible, yet I think its proba- 

* Ezra X. 6. 

t For instance, Ezra speaks of Zechariah the son 
of Iddo, (v. 1.) who was Zechariah, the son of Bera- 
chia, the son of Iddo. Zech. i. 1. 



OF TH£ BEYENTY WEEKS. 81 

bility cannot very readily be allowed, bm 
long as any other reasonable explanation 
can be afforded of the difficulty in ques- 
tion^ Thas then, if the sealing of the 
covenant is placed in the reign of Cyrus, 
the lives of Ezra and Nehemiah are put 
out of the range of probability : if either 
in the seventh or twentieth year of Arta- 
xerxes Longimanus, the lives of twenty^ 
one priests and Levites are . liable to the 
same objection. 

This is a difficulty in the canonical 
books of Ezra and Nehemiah which must 
not be too lightly passed over. And it is 
pemadcable, that not only from Scripture, 
but also from the writings of the Jews, 
extreme longevity is a feature pervading 
the whole of this part of their history, and 
indeed this part only : as if by some sud- 
den alteration in the course of nature, the 
age of man had been again prolonged 
upon the restoration of the Jews from cap- 
tivity. We have observed the alternative 
of the extraordinary length of life of Ezra 

£ 5 
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and Nebemiahy or of the twenty-one 
priests and Levites, arising out of the ca- 
nonical books abovementioned ; and ac- 
cording to Philo, Jeshua the high-priest 
is said to have lived to one hundred and 
thirty years, Mordecai to one hundred 
and ninety-eight *. 

These improbable results deducible 
from the historical books of the Jews^ 
written since the return from captivity^ 
afford suflBcient evidence^ either that 
they have been originally compiled with 
less regard to arrangement than is ob- 
servable in those written before they 
were carried to Babylon, or that they 
have been less carefully preserved. 

Perhaps we may be justified in looking 
upon them, as upon the books of Kings 
and Chronicles, which profess to be mere 
abstracts from fuller and more connected 
histories, now no longer in existence t, 

* See Note 19. 

1 1 Chron. xxix. 29. 2 Chron. ix. 29. xii. 15. 
xiii. 22. XX. 34. 

12 
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for which conclusion I think there are 
grounds, from the fuller history contained, 
in the first apocryphal book of Esdras, 
of the same events, and the still fuller 
account found in Josephus: but being 
abstracted with extreme conciseness, and 
with reference rather to religious than 
historical facts, a due regard to the dates 
of the events, and the chronological order 
in which they took place, would appear 
not to have been preserved. Or perhaps 
they may have suffered during the perse- 
cution of Antiochus Epiphanes, under 
whom we read that the sacred books were 
the objects of search, for the express pur- 
pose of destruction*", with the intention 
of suppressing, if possible, the Jewish re- 
ligion. Whatever may have been the 
cause, the improbable results to which we 
have alluded indicate something either 
imperfect or incorrect in our present co- 
pies of these histories. 

* Josephus, 1. xii. 5. 4. 
E 6 
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That occasional instances of extreme 
longevity have occurred in all ages, as in 
the present, extending even beyond the 
limit of one hundred and forty years, no 
one will deny : but instances of even one 
hundred years being exceeded by several 
individuals, living at the same time, and 
in the same place, are certainly very 
rare, and there is no ground whatever 
for supposing the Jews, at the period of 
their restoration, to have been more 
highly favoured in this respect than our- 
selves. From the time of the writer of 
the ninetieth Psalm to the present, the 
days of man have been but ^' threescore 
years and ten," and we have a confirma- 
tion that it was so just after the captivity 
in the book of Ezra itself ; where, in the 
reign of Cyrus, fifty-two years after the 
destruction of Solomon's temple, those 
who could remember its glory are spoken 
of as "antient men*." We may fairly, 

♦ Ezra iii. 12. 
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therefore, judge of human life in the 
days of which we are speaking, by the 
same rule that we should judge of it now, 
and what would be considered an impro- 
bable result in this respect in these days, 
may be considered as equally improbable 
in the days of the return of the Jews 
from captivity. 

Some have attempted to avoid the dif* 
ficulty pointed out, by denying the iden- 
tity of the Nehemiah and Ezra who went 
up with Zerubabel, with the persons of 
the same name present at the dedication 
of the wall. But on Sir Isaac Newton's 
supposition that the covenant was sealed 
in the reign of Cyrus, there can be no 
doubt at least of the identity of Nehe- 
miah, for in both instances he is desig- 
nated as Nehemiah the son of Hacha- 
liah * : and, unless we disjoin the eighth 
and ninth chapters of the book of Nehe- 
miah^ it would appear also to have been 

^Nehem. x. 1. i. 1. 
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Ezra the scribe *, who was present at Je- 
rusalem upon both occasions. On the 
supposition that the covenant was exe- 
cuted in the reign of Artaxerxes Longi- 
manus, it matters not whether they were 
the same or different persons : for our 
objection will still rest upon the lives of 
nineteen individuals who sealed, and yet 
came from Babylon with Zerubabel. 

Whether, in speaking of the covenant, 
Nehemiah is relating what occurred 
during his own governorship, or copying, 
as Sir Isaac Newton imagines, from some 
previous history, what had occurred long 
before, it is difficult to determine. I 
think Sir Isaac's conclusion is highly pro- 
bable, and would suggest that the his- 
tory from which Nehemiah was copying, 
was that more complete history of which 
the book of Ezra is perhaps merely an ab- 
stract. The question before us, however, 
is, how could those who sealed at the time 

* Nehem, viii. 9. 
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of the return of Zerubabel from Babylon, 
have been still living towardsthe end of the 
reign of Artaxerxes, or those who sealed 
under the reign of Artaxerxes have been 
the companions of Zerubabel's return ? 

Now if we turn to the other version of 
this part of the Jewish history, namely, 
the repudiated apocryphal book of Esdras, 
we shall find that the supposition that 
the covenant was sealed on the return 
of Zerubabel, is placed by that book per- 
fectly within the range of probability. 
For we are there told that Zerubabel 
came to Jerusalem, in the second year of 
the reign of a king called Darius*, toge- 
ther with a body of captives. Josephus 
confirms f this account, stating, that he 
had gone back to Babylon after the reign 
of Cyrus, and returned a second time to 
Jerusalem, in the reign of Darius ; adding, 
also, that there was an old friendship 
between Zerubabel and the king, a 

* 1 Esdras v. 6. t Josephus* Antiq. 1. xi. 3. 1. 
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very probable circumstance, if this king 
were the son of queen Esther, as we 
are told by the Jewish writers. Philo 
likewise, as we shall presently see, in- 
forms us, from an ancient Jewish re- 
cord, that Jeshua the highpriest had 
also returned to Babylon, and came a 
second time to Jerusalem, to build the 
temple, in the first year of Darius. The 
list of priests and Levites, therefore, 
who in the 12th chapter of Nehemiah are 
said to have come up with Zerubabel and 
Jeshua, according to this account, may 
equally well be considered to have ar- 
rived at Jerusalem in the reign of Darius, 
as in the reign of Cyrus. The greater 
probability resulting from this ver- 
sion of the history, coupled with the 
testimony of Josephus and Philo, appears 
to me a very strong ground for receiving 
the account in the apocryphal book, with 
regard to this second expedition of Zerub- 
abel and Jeshua ; and if received, then 
would the arguments drawn from that 
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book come into force to show that this 
Darius could not have been Darius Hys« 
taspis ♦. 

Nevertheless, it has been usually con- 
sidered that Darius Hystaspis is the prince 
here designated. In this case, however, 
on the supposition that the covenant was 
sealed in the reign of Artaxerxes Longi- 
manus, little assistance is afforded us in re- 
ducing the ages of the priests and Levites 
within the compass of probability. For, 
their return from Babylon will thus be 
placed only sixteen years later than the 
beginning of the reign of Cyrus, leaving 
the ages of the greater portion of them, 
as exceeding in the seventh year of that 
reign one hundred years, and in the twen- 
tieth year one hundred and ten years. 
And placing the sealing of the covenant 
in the second year of Darius Hystaspis, 
will still leave the respective ages of Ne- 
hemiah and Ezra at one hundred and 

* See pages 67, 68. 
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twenty-four, and one hundred and ten, 
on the lowest computation, and on the 
higher computation, which cannot be far 
from the truth, each one hundred and 
thirty-four years. Either of these posi- 
tions is certainly less exceptionable than 
the results drawn from the canonical 
books, yet as I think we should now con- 
sider such conclusions improbable did 
any other reasonable alternative present 
itself, so I see no reason for thinking them 
otherwise in the days of the return of the 
Jews from captivity. 

Let us then substitute the name of 
Xerxes for Darius, and the difficulty in 
the history will altogether disappear. By 
this, means the arrival of the chief priests 
and Levites with Zerubabel and Jeshua, 
may be placed fifty-two years later than 
the first of Cyrus, and, if the covenant 
was sealed at this time, the three Levites, 
Jeshua, Kadmiel, and Judah*, who were 

* Ezra iii. 9. 
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at Jerusalem in the reign of Cyrus, may, 
without difficulty, have been present on 
the occasion, and some of those who 
sealed, may have lived even to the end of 
the reign of Artaxerxes. The ages of Ezra 
and Nehemiah will be reduced respectively 
to seventy-five and eighty-eight, or each 
to ninety-eight, upon the very low compu- 
tation of their ages at the time of coming 
to Jerusalem, but beyond which I be- 
lieve they both may have lived, and the 
remaining priests and Levites will all be 
brought within the ordinary range of 
human life. 

From these observations, therefore, it 
would appear — 

1st, That there is strong ground for 
considering the account in apocryphal 
Esdras, of a second return of Zerubabel 
and Jeshua, to be authentic. 

2dly. That, by the supposition that the 
Darius of Ezra is the Xerxes of the Greeks, 
the difficulties in this part of the Jewish 
history are entirely removed, thereby af- 
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fording an additional ground of presump- 
tion that Xerxes was that prince. 

Lastly, that all that has hitherto been 
advanced, viz. that the first-mentioned 
Artaxerxes of Scripture was Darius Hys- 
taspis; that an expedition headed by 
Zerubabel and Jeshua, from Babylon to 
Jerusalem, took place after the reign of 
Cyrus, under a king called Darius, and 
that this king could have been no other 
than Xerxes, is not founded merely upon 
reasoning or conjecture, I shall now pro- 
ceed to show, from a curious historical 
record of a most ancient and apparently 
authentic nature, preserved by Philo the 
Jew, as extant in his days. 

This ancient document is given in 
the observations of G. H. Vorst upon 
the chronology of David Gantz, and is 
translated by him from the Hebrew of 
Rabbi Azarias, who himself professes to 
have translated it from a Latin version 
of a work of Jedidseus Alexandrinus, or 
Philo the Jew. The work of Philo is a 
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concise chronology from the beginning of 
the world to his own times : and after 
stating his own view of the historical 
events about the period of the return of 
the Jews from captivity, which even in 
his days appear to have been the subject 
of a variety of opinions, he goes on to 
state as follows : 

'* According^ however, to the chronicle 
of oup seventy seniors, they have left us a 
certain writing after this manner — Jeshua 
the son of Jehotzedek the high priest, to- 
gether with Berechias Zerubabel, the son 
of Miszeleel, the son of Neri, whois Joia- 
chin *, in the first year of Cyrus, went up to 
Jerusalem. In the second year he laid the 
foundations of the temple, by the word of 
Haggai and Zechariah the prophets. But 
the building was impeded on account of the 

* This is Jehoiachim, or Jeconiah, who was car- 
ried captive to Bahylon at eight years of age, accord- 
ing to 2 Chron. xxxvi. 9. or at the age of eighteen, 
accQrding to 2 Kings xxiv. S. heing gi-andfather of 
Zeruhabel, Matt. i. 12. or great-grandfather, 1 Chron. 
iii. 19. 
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death of Darius Hystaspis" (query Darius 
the Mede ?) *' Nor could he go up to Da- 
rius, who was occupied in war with Tho- 
myris. And when Cyrus was dead, after 
him reigned Assuerus Artaxerxes the first. 
He went to war with Arphaxad^ who had 
brought supplies toThomyris, and because 
he had seduced the Assyrians, Medes, and 
Persians, into rebellion. This Assuerus 
dwelt in Babylonia. But in consequence 
of the princes of the land of Assyria hav- 
ing written an accusation against the 
Jews, this Jeshua^ in the twelfth year of 
AssiLeriLS, left his son Joiakiniy called also 
Eliy in the dignity of high-priest ^ and went 
up to Assuerus. But being then distracted 
with war, he would not listen to his appli- 
cation. But it happened, that when he 
had become victorious, having heard that 
the Jews had cut off the head of Holo- 
phernes, the general of his army, he is- 
sued a decree, prohibiting the building 
of the temple. When he died,' he left 
two sons, who contended for the empire. 
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In the seventh month, however, when Da- 
rius Longimanus" (query Longimanus?) 
'' had vowed that he would reverse the de- 
cree of his father concerning the building, 
he was set free by God, and appointed 
king. In the first year of his reign^ 
Jeshua the high-priest returned to Je» 
rusalenij and by the command of Haggai 
and Zechariah put forth his hand to build 
Uie temple. Jeshua, therefore, filled the 
office of high priest in the first instance 
for thirty-six years. He also wrote the 
account of the exploits of Judith, and ap- 
pointed the yearly celebration of the 
memory of that deliverance. After his 
return, however, it is said that he resumed 
his high priesthood for twenty years, 
which complete the twenty years of Da- 
ritis LongimanuSy being then one hundred 
and thirty years old. Then his son Joia- 
kim returned to the high priesthood for 
the space of forty-eight years, till the 
twelfth year of Assuerus Artaxerxes the 
great.' 
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Thi» curioufi and yaluable doctimieiit) 
whkii^ purpprt$. to -be the -work of the 
i^enty Jewiah semors, whether we ooa- 
Bi(|er that term to signify the Sanhedrim 
ip: general, or the seventy interpr^ers of 
tb^ Bible at Alexandria, is perhaps the 
mpst ancient record in existenQe, except- 
ing the sacred books, relating to this part; 
of Jewish history ; and as such, is entitled 
to greater weight than any other huviefi 
finthority we may have upon the subject 
The addition of the title Hystajspia to the 
first-mentioned Darius, who is tbo Darius 
the Mede of Daniel, and of Long^aniis to 
the second, who is the Darius; :of. £29, 
are clearly either errors, or subsequ^mt 
interpolations. But omitting these two 
titles, let us now consider how far this 
ancient chronicle supports the conclusions 
at which we have arrived. 

It is here stated, in the first place, that 
the letter of accusation against the Jews 
was written to a king who reigned up* 
wards of twelve years* Now no Persian 
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monarch before Dariud Hystaspis reigned 
so many as twelve years. It is added, 
that the letter was written about the 
thirty-sixth year of the high priesthood of 
Jeshua, which fixes its date to the twenty- 
first year of Darius Hystaspis. Accord- 
ing to this chronicle, therefore, the As- 
suerus or Artaxerxes to whom the letter 
respecting the king's tribute was written, 
was Darius Hystaspis, as we have been 
led to conclude from the terms of the 
letter itself, and other reasons. 

Secondly, we find that this king's suc- 
cessor vowed to reverse his father's decree 
against the temple, and that in the first 
year of his reign, Jeshua the high-priest 
returned to Jerusalem to put his promise 
in execution. Now this agrees with the 
account contained in apocryphal Esdras, 
and in Josephus, and confirms the conclu- 
sion also drawn from the canonical books 
of Ezra and Nehemiah, of the probability 
of a second return of Zerubabel and 
Jeshua in the rei^n of Ezra's Darius. 
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Thirdly, that the Darius under whom 
this expedition took place, and under 
whom the temple was rebuilt, was Xerxes, 
is not only the necessary result of his 
being the successor of Assuerus in this 
chronicle, but is also confirmed by the 
following particulars. It is said that As- 
suerus left two sons who contended for 
the empire. Now, neither Cyrus, Cam- 
byses, nor Smerdis left any such con- 
tested succession. But this history ex- 
actly corresponds with what is related 
by Herodotus of the two sons of Darius 
Hystaspis, viz. Xerxes and Artabazanes, 
who shortly before his death contended 
for the right to the throne, and the dis- 
pute was decided in favour of Xerxes, the 
son of Atossa. Moreover the chronicle 
adds, that the successful son reigned 
twenty years, which also agrees with 
Herodotus and other historians, as to the 
length of the reign of Xerxes. For the 
twenty-first year usually given to this 
reign, is made up by the seven months of 
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the usurpatiou of bis brother Artabtnes, 
leaving his actual reign little more than 
twenty years. 

Unless. then» we deny the authenti- 
city of this ancient chronicle, it is con- 
clusive as to the main point for which we 
have been contending, viz. that the king 
called Darius, under whom the temple 
was rebuilt, was no other than the Xerxes 
of the Greeks. 

With regard to the authenticity of the 
document, it is certainly preserved to us 
in the most unsuspicious manner which 
can be imagined. For it is cited, not in 
support of the particular doctrine of Philo, 
who cites it ; but on the contrary, as con 
taining a different account from that 
given by himself of the period of Jewish 
history he is considering (19). Accord- 
ing to Philo's view, Zerubabel would 
appear not to have left Babylon till the 
eighty-first year after the captivity of 
Jeconiah, and seventy years after the 
destruction of Jerusalem, being then 

f2 



100 DANIEL S PRCMPtlBCT, 

seventeen years of age. Now both these 
dates bring us to the begioning of the 
reign of Darius Hystaspis ; and in the 
first year of Cyrus, therefore, (when ac- 
cording to Daniel and Ezra, the seventy 
years' captivity ended, and which is only 
fifty-two years after the destruction of 
the city, and seventy from the fourth 
year of Jehoiakim,) Zerubabel eould not 
huve been more than one or two yearB 
old. From this account then it would 
appear that the true period of Zerubabers 
return, and indeed the whole of this 
early part of Ezra's history, was a matter 
of controversy and perplexity amon^ 
learned Jews, even in the middle of the 
first century, at a time when the most 
authentic documents both in Jerusalem 
and Alexandria must have been acces- 
sible to writers on the subject. It appears 
also that Philo has adopted the apocry- 
phal version of the history, in preference 
to what we call canonical, which latter 
makes Zerubabel to have been a pers<M(i 
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of importance in the reign of Cyrus. 
Josephus, possibly following the authority 
of this chronicle, has endeavoured to unite 
the two accounts by making two returns 
ofZerubabel, first in the reign of Cyrus, 
and again in the reign of Darius. 

Such then, was the state of uncertainty 
with respect to this part of Jewish history 
in the days of Philo and Josephus, and such 
was the view taken by Philo of the question. 
Wiien we find him, therefore, most impar- 
tially citing the testimony of the chronicle 
of the Jewish seniors in contradiction of his 
own account, (for the chronicle places the 
first return in the reign of Cyrus,) it is cer- 
tainly the most satisfactory mode in which 
the document could have been handed 
down to us ; and tending, as it does, to 
clear up difficulties in the books of Ezra 
and Nehemiah, and more especially to 
clear up that great difficulty, the true 
position of the book of Judith, to say 
nothing of the light thrown upon the 
interpretation of the Seventy Weeks pro- 

f3 
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phecy, it does appear to me to be a docu- 
ment worthy of our most attentive con- 
sideration. 

Thus, then, I have shown — 

1st. That the title " Darius" affords no 
objection to the supposition, that the 
prince under whom the temple was re- 
built, was Xerxes. 

^d* That for many reasons, and more 
especially from the subject of the letter to 
king Ahasuerus or Artaxerxes, and from 
the bearer of it, we may infer that that 
king was Darius Hystaspis, and his suc- 
cessor, therefore, who rebuilt the temple, 
Xerxes. 

3d. That, if we admit the authority of 
the apocryphal book of Esdras, and of 
Josephus, the king who rebuilt the temple 
could not have been Darius Hystaspis (20), 
as that king could have made no vow to 
do a certain act when he should come to 
his throne, the throne having fallen to his 
lot by chance : and also from the fact that 
India had not become a Persian province 
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till some years after his accession. And 
if not Darius Hystaspis^ Artaxerxes Lon- 
gimanus, being in Scripture his successor, 
that he must have been Xerxes. 

4th. That by the supposition that Xerxes 
was the Darius who built the temple, the 
extraordinary ages of many who are 
spoken of in the books of Ezra and Nehe* 
miah are brought within the ordinary 
compass of human life. 

5th, That we collect from the chronicle 
of the seventy Jewish seniors, that the 
king who rebuilt the temple, could be no 
other than Xerxes. 

Such is my own conviction, after much 
investigation of the subject, and proceed- 
ing, therefore, upon this conclusion, I shall 
now go on to show in what way it tends 
to simplify and facilitate the explanation 
of the prophecy of the Seventy Weeks. 
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CHAPTER IV. 



Let us first determine the point irom 
which the Seventy Weeks, or four hun- 
dred and ninety prophetic years, are to he 
computed. 

This is very distinctly stated in the 
twenty-fifth verse to be, **from the going 
forth of the commandment to restore and 
to build Jerusalem :" and we have already 
seen, that there are four decrees recorded 
in Scripture of the kings of Persia, relat- 
ing to the restoration either of the city or 
temple of Jerusalem, each of which has 
been adopted by different interpreters as 
the predicted command. 

It has been observed , however, with 
regard to d^e decrees of Cyrus and Da^ 
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rius, that they merely have reference to 
the restoration of the temple, and do not, 
therefore, bear out the words of the pro- 
phet, *' to restore and to build Jerusalem. '' 
That in the seventh year of Artaxerxes 
Longimanus, merely authorises the re- 
establishment of the Mosaic law in Judsea, 
which figuratively only can refer to the 
words of the prophet. And with regard 
t0: (lie commission of Nehemiah, in die 
44!reiltitAh yeai* of Artaxerxes, the only 
one of the four which relates to the build- 
ing of tdae literal city, if we compute 
f^iKt^rBine weeks, or four hundred and 
eightyntfaree years from that date, accord- 
ing -td. the received chronology, we are 
carried^ many years beyond the death of 
Christ. From neither of these decrees 
therelbre, do I suppose the prophecy to 
t»ke its date. 

. The decree which I would propose to 
adopt, as the true pdat from wbieh to 
compute' the Seventy Weeks, * and which 
will be fioomd likeraUy to btor oiat the 

F 5 ' 
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word» of the prophet ^' to build Jeruaa* 
leiD," is one which has hitherto been fiet 
aside as of spurious origin ; but which in 
my o[nnion is a most genuine and impof- 
tant decree. It is mentioned in the apo- 
cryphal book of Esdras (21)^ and also in 
Josephus's history^ and the account is as 
fi^lows : — Zerubabel having reminded the 
king of his vow to build Jerusidem^ *-* then 
Darios the king stood up, and kissed hioi, 
and wrote letters for him unto all the tcea* 
surers and lieutenants, and captains^ and 
governors, that they should safely convey 
on their way both him and all those that 
go up with him to hvUd Jesrumlcm* He 
wrote letters also unto the lieutenants that 
were in Celosyria and PhenicCi and unto 
tliem in Libanus, that they should bring 
cedar wood from Libanus unto JerusaleA!, 
and that they should build the mty with 
him. Moreover, he wrote for all the 
Jews that went out of his realm up into 
Jewry, concerning their freedoai,, that no 
officer,, ao ruler, no lieutenant, nor trea- 

12 
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rarer, should forciblj enter into their 
doors, and that all the country which 
they hold should he free without irihuie : 
and that the Edomites should give over 
the villages of the Jews which then they 
held; yea, that there should be yearly 
given twenty talents to the bijtilding of 
the temple, until the time that it were 
built : and other ten talents yearly, to 
maintain the burnt offerings upon the 
altar every day, as they had a command- 
ment to offer seventeen ; and that all 
they that went from Babylon to buUd the 
dttfj should have free liberty, as well they 
as their posterity, and all the priests that 
went away. He wrote also concerning 
the charges, and the priests' vestments 
wherein they minister : and likewise for 
the charges of the Levites, to be given 
them until the day that the house were 
finished, and Jerusalem buUded up. And 
he commanded to give all that kept the 
city pensions and wages. He sent away 
also the vessels from Babylon, that Cyrus 

F 6 
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had ' set apart ; and all that Oyrus had 
given in commandment, the same charged 
he also to be done, and sent unto Jeru- 
salem*." 

Now I cannot bring my mind to beUevei 
as some have supposed, that this account 
of the commands of Darius to his liea* 
tenants and governors, respecting the 
Jews and the building of Jerusalem, is a 
mere fabrication (22). The whole tone and 
substance of the account is most consist 
tent and natural, and agreeable to tte 
tone of the rest of the history : and I hs,^^ 
already shown how much reason ther6 is'tt^ 
credit the statement of the event conneo* 
ted with it, viz. the second expedition-of 
Zerubabel to Jerusalem. Should it eveo 
be admitted, that this account was not in- 
serted by Ezra himself in the original copy 
of the book which bears his name, still 
there would be no suflBicient reason for re* 
jecting it as not true. For after the time of 

* Ist Esdrasiv. 47. 
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Ezra we are told, in the 2ad hook oiMac* 
cabees^ that Nehemiah collected t(^ether 
'^the epistles of the kings concemiag holy 
gifts *^'" which if already contained in the 
work of Ezra, needed not to be collected : 
and the letters of Darius above refimred 
to, may fairly be classed under the head 
of '^ epistles concerning holy gifts," and 
the account of them have been inserted 
in the history of the period by some 
later* hand. That other epistles of the 
sdtne nature were also extant in the time 
o£ Josephus, besides those found in ca- 
nonical . and apocryphal Esdras, will 
appear by reference to this part of his 
history. When also we find so scropu* 
Ions and accurate an historian, who pro- 
fesses to take his account from the Hebrew 
books, to which no one, be says, has 
dared to add, or to detract from, adopting 
the same account, it is not upon slight 

* 2 Maccabees ii. 13. 
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grounds, I think, that we should be in- 
duced to set it aside. 

According to Philo and Josephus, this 
edict of Darius was issued in the first 
year of his reign. The first book of Es- 
dras mentions the month Nisan in the 
second year *. To reconcile these two 
accounts, I consider the latter date to 
refer to the time of the departure of the 
Jews from Babylon, and the former to 
the time of the feast on the accession of 
the king to the throne, at which the ediQt 
was given , and which took place probably 
about three months earlier, that is, in the 
ninth Jewish month of the first year of 
Darius (23). 

To such as may object, notwithstanding 
what has been urged, to a decree taken 
from an apocryphal book, I would ob- 
serve, th^t the proposed arrangement of 
the prophecy is not entirely dependent 
upon this decree ; for, at this particular 

* 1 St Esdras y. 6. 
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period, a commandment o( a different 
nature came forth, a species of command- 
ment which accompanied no other decree 
of the kings of Persia, and one which 
adds greatly to the importance of this 
period over those of Cyrns and Arta- 
xerxes, I mean a command from heaven 
to proceed with the building of the tem- 
ple. The words of Ezra are, *• And the 
elders of the Jews builded, and they 
prospered through the prophesying of 
Haggai and Zechariah the son oflddo. 
And they builded, and finished it, ac* 
cording to the commandment of the God 
of Israel^ and according to the command* 
ment of Cyrus and Darius, and Arta- 
xerxes king of Persia" (24). 

Now this command from God first 
came by the mouth of Haggai the pro- 
phet, in the sixth month of the second 
year of Darius ♦ : dating from which 
point will shorten the period of seventy 

* Haggai i. 1 . 
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weeks by nine months, leaving four hun- 
dred and eighty-nine years and three 
months, instead of four hundred and 
ninety full years, which, hotvever, if 
sufl^ient to bear out the words of ihe> 
prophecy. There is another decr€e^ 4te§i 
(tf this king, which may be resorted t# bjr- 
tkose who object to the book of BsdraS) 
vi^; that mentioned in canonical Eoti;' 
in the sixth chapter, seventh v«i;s6, >wh$dfe 
was probably issued about the ikAtd yiar 
of the reign. Dating from« the ^b^sH^ 
ation of this king (Xerxes) in^ tfce ^^g^ 
vernment with his father, accordii^g^^tb 
Scaliger about one year beforcl bis- fla^ 
ther's death, would bring us to about tfaH 
same point of time. Both these suggest 
tions, however, are liable to the objec-^ 
tion, that they relate merely to the build- 
ing of the temple. But I see no suffix 
cient reason for rejecting the decree re- 
ferred to in the book of Esdras, and 
therefore propose to take my date from 
that ** commandment." 
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The superior importance of thin period 
over the first of Cyros, and the seventh} 
and twentieth of Artaxerxes Longimanus, 
with reference to the restoration of the 
Jews to their own land, is further eon- 
firmed by JosephttSy who appears to date 
from hence the re*establishment of their 
civil and ecclesiastical government in 
Judea. After relating how the temple 
wa8! oompleted, he says, that the Jews 
^' performed sacrifices of thanksgiving, 
because God had led them again to the 
lafid of their fathers, and to the laws 

thereto belonging"; ** and dwelt in 

Jerusalem, and made use of a form of 
government that was aristocratical, but 
mixed with an oligarchy^ for the high* 
priests were at the head of their affairs 
until the posterity of the Asmoneans set 
up kingly government" *. From this de- 
cree, then, we may date the renewal of 

* Josephus* Ant 1. xi. cap. 4* 8. 
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the covenant of God with his people, the 
covenant which was made with Abrahanii 
that his seed should inherit the land ei 
Canaan ; for, from henceforth Josephus 
seems to consider that the sceptre bad 
returned into their own hands, and the 
king's decree would appear to hare re-* 
leased them at this time from the pay-^ 
ment of tribute. I have before shown y 
that about this same time the- sealing. of 
the covenant by those who returned with 
Zeru babel took place, that covenant bqing 
a solemn ratification on the part of tli^ 
Jews of the engagement entered into by 
their forefathers, to keep the law of God 
as given them by Moses. Thus, at this 
particular period, the covenant between 
God and his people was revived in both 
its parts* On the part of the Jews, by the 
renewal of their promise to keep the law ; 
on the part of God, by the restoration to 
them of their own promised land : their 
temple was now restored ; and a promise 
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given, by the mouth of Ha^ai, that 
from henceforth they should again be 
blessed *. 

I would here remind the reader, that it 
is the period of the continuance of this 
renewed covenant with the Jews, that is, 
the period during which the sceptre re- 
maaned in the hands of the house of 
Judab, which I consider to be the main 
subject of the prophecy of the Seventy 
Weeks, the. revival of which appears more 
properly attached to this decree of Darius 
than to any other point of time. If I am 
right, also, in placing the sealing of the 
covenant by Nehemiah and the priests, 
&£• at this precise moment, we may per* 
haps infer that the mode of computatioo 
by sabbaths, or weeks of year Sy which had 
been discontinued during the captivity, 
was also at this time restored. For, on 
the sealing of the covenant, '^ they en* 
tered into a curse and into an oath, to 

* Haggai ii« 19. 
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walk iu God's law, &c. — and that we 
would leave the seventh year, and the 
exaction of every debt*," implying that 
the observance of the sabbatical year 
had, up to that time, been neglected. 
Maimonides (25) places the renewal of 
the computation by weeks of years and 
jubilees, seven years later, making the 
thirteenth year of the second temple the 
etid of the first week. But at all events 
the revival of this mode of comptitatios 
would appear to be connected with the 
period of the decrees of Ezra's Darius, 
and of no others mentioned in Scripture. 
From the month Casleu, therefore, 
that is, the ninth Jewish month, being 
about the beginning of the first year of 
Xerxes, I suppose the period of seventy 
weeks to commence ; that is, in Decem- 
ber, according to the canon of Ptolemy, 
in the year B. C. 486, Julian period 4228, 
in which year Darius Hystaspis died, 

*Kehem. x. 81. 
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and Xerxes therefore began to rtign 
ulone (26). 

Let US next examine auccettively the 
three periods into which the Seventy 
Weeks are divided, viz. seven weeks, 
sixty-two weeks, and one w.eek. 

. First, with regard to the period of 
seven weeks, the twenty-fifth verse says, 
^' Know, therefore, and understand, that 
frow the going forth of the cooimand'* 
ment to restore and to build Jerusalem, 
unto the Messiah the prince, shall be seven 
weeks, and three score and two weeks, 
the street shall be built again, and the 
wall in troublous times." 

It is generally understood, that the 
words relating to the building of the street 
and the wall, refer to the period of seven 
weeks, though, as I have before ob- 
served, no one has yet been able satis* 
factorily to show, that the time occupied 
in building the city was exactly forty- 
nine years. But from the month, Casleu, 
or December, in the first year of the reign 
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of Xerxes, when the commandment went 
forth to build the city, to the time of the 
final completion of the wall by Nehemiah, 
will be found to be exactly forty-nine 
years, or seven weeks. 

The date and history of the building of 
the wall of Jerusalem are very minutely 
given by Josephus, who concludes his 
account with these words: ** And this 
trouble he (Nehemiah) underwent for two 
years and four months, for in so long a 
time was the wall built, in the twenty- 
eighth year of Artaxerxes (27), in the 
ninth month *." 

The reign of Artaxerxes Longimanus 
began in the summer of the year B. C. 
464, J. P. 4250 (28). The ninth month, 
therefore, in the twenty-eighth year, 
counted from the beginning of the reign, 
or from the month Nisan previous, ac- 
cording to Jewish computation, would 
bring us to December in the year B. C. 

* Xoseph. Ant. 1. xi. 5. 8. 
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4.37. J. P. 4277, in which year and 
month, therefore, the wall was finished. 
And from the date of the decree of Xerxes 
permitting Zerababel to return and build 
the city, in December, B, C. 486, to De- 
cember, 437, is exactly forty-nine years, 
or seven weeks. 

Xerxes' accession, Dec. B. C. 486. J. P. 422S. 

49. 



28th of Artex. Long. Dec. B. C. 437. J. P. 4277. 

49. 

It may be objected, perhaps, that this 
account differs from that given us by Ne- 
hemiah himself, who says, that he came 
to Jerusalem in the twentieth year of Ar- 
taxerxes*, whereas Josephus places his 
j^ourney in the twenty-fifth year f . Nehe- 
miah tells us that the wall was built in 
fifty-two days J, Josephus in two years 
and four months §. 

But it is not difiicult to reconcile these 

* Nehem. ii. 1. t Joseph. Ant. 1. xi. 5. 7. 

X Nehem. vi. 15. § Joseph. Ant. 1. xi. 5. 8. 
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twQ^ accdtuite. NAeto/kb ti^lk* m tkM 
jvh^ ABtazerxiai gave biai pidrittiediofi. 
In the twoitielii yeftr of hh reigfr, ^1^ 
lo. Jerusalem, he had fixed a time^^vMi 
the king for his return, after having eP* 
faeted the object of his journey; ** A«*^ 
ibe king said unto me, for how long siAfl 
thy journey be ? and when wilt thou r^ 
turn ? So it pleased the king to send md f 
atid I set him a time*." We ^an hai^ljr 
suppose these words to convey a Ikfeiiei 
for twelve years' absence to Nehenrfirlif, 
even to the thirty-second year of the kin^fls 
reign, when we find him again returning 
to Babylon f , but merely for a suffieieBft 
length of time to effect his present object. 
1 think, therefore, with Dr. Prideetix, 
that he must have returned to the king 
soon after the fifty-two days, in which the 
wall was finished by his account, at the 
time when he says he gave his brother 
'' Hanani, and Hananiah the ruler of tiie 

. * Nehem. ii; 6. f Neheoiii ziS. 6. 



pMficei cjiaige over Jerusalem^.'' And 
the very hute with which be set about 
the work, that is, within a few days of 
his arrival, implies but a very limited 
allowance of time for the completion of 
hisrpnrpose. The twenty-fifth year, there* 
fore, menticAed by Josephus, is probably 
the date of a second journey of Nehemiah 
to Jerusalem. That he consumed more 
than fifty-two days in building the wall, 
wfe may also collect, I think, from his 
oaKP words : '^ Yea, also, / continued in 
tM work of this wall, neither bought wt 
4U^ ia^ : and all my servants were ga- 
tbeMd thither unto the workf .'* The ex- 
pression, ^^ neither bought we any land," 
can hardly be intended to apply to an ab- 
stinence for fifty-two days. The words of 
Josephus (29) are so particular and pre- 
cise as to this event, that they can only 
have been taken from Jewish records, or 
from some more perfect history of these 

*Ndiein< m 1, 2. t Nehem. v. 16. 
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events existing in his days : and indeed 
the account is so much more probable, as 
to the time required to rebuild the walls of 
so extensive a city as Jerusalem, that I 
think we may safely conclude that the 
two historians refer to different periods : 
the one, to the time taken up in roughly 
filling the breaches and placing the gates, 
so as to secure the city from the inroads 
of enemies who surrounded them, the 
other, to that much longer period neces- 
sary for fully restoring the dilapidations 
of more than one hundred and forty years, 
and from bringing them into that state 
to justify the expression' of Joseph ns^ 
'^ that he (Nehemiah) hath the walls of 
Jerusalem as an eternal monument for 
himself*;" 

Thus, upon the supposition that Xerxes 
was the Darius of Ezra, we have been 
enabled to show a literal fulfilment of 
the difficult period of seven weeks, during 

* Joseph. Ant. 1. xi, 6. 8. 
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which '' the street" was to be built and 
" the wall." The express mention of 
the wall is remarkable, as fixing the ter- 
mination of the period : and thus the two 
most important events connected with the 
restoration of Jerusalem, are found to 
mark the beginning and end of these 
seven weeks, viz. the building of the 
temple upon the edict of Xerxes, and the 
completion of the wall by Nehemiah. 
During what •* troublous times," also, 
these works were eflPected, is fully re- 
corded in the books of Ezra and Nehe- 
miah. 

We now come to the second period, or 
sixty-two weeks, which may be very 
shortly disposed of. **From the going 
forth of the commandment to restore and 
to build Jerusalem, unto the Messiah the 
prince, shall be seven weeks, and three 
score and two weeks." 
. " Unto the Messiah," is sometimes in- 
terpreted unto the death of Messiah, and 
sometimes to the beginning of the mi- 

g2 
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nistry, either of Christ, or of John the 
Baptist. But, to say the least, it may 
with equal propriety be referred to the 
birth of Messiah. Accordingly we find, 
that counting sixty-two weeks, or four 
hundred and thirty-four years, from De- 
cember B. C. 437, when the wall was 
finished by Nehemiah, will bring us to 
December B.C. 3. —J. P. 4711; and count- 
ing the larger period of seven weeks and 
sixty-two weeks, or four hundred and 
eighty-three years, from December B, Q, 
486, when Xerxes issued his command 
to build the city, brings us to the same 
point, that is, three years before the vul-^ 
gar sera for the birth of Christ. Now 
that the true date for the birth of Christ 
should be placed about this time, is the 
conclusion of Scaliger, after a long train 
of reasoning. ' • The result of my argu* 
ment," he says, *^ is, Christ was bom in 
the thirty-sixth year of the reign of Herod, 
in the twenty* eighth of the sera of the 
battle of Actium^ towards the end of the 
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year of the Julian period 4711, or the be- 
ginning of 4712*." 

Thus far then, I think, it will be ad* 
mitted, that the supposition that Xerxes 
was the king by whom the command was 
issued to restore and build Jerusalem, has 
tended to simplify the interpretation of 
the prophecy. To such, however, as may 
consider that it has been sufficiently 
proved that Xerxes was that king, I would 
observe, that the fact of the exact fulfil- 
ment from his decree, of seven weeks of 
troublous times of possession of the pro- 
mised land, and of sixty-two weeks of the 
full enjoyment of it, marked by the two 
important events, of the restoration of the 
wall of Jerusalem, and the birth of the 
Messiah, is too remarkable for mere co- 
incidence, and that we can hardly avoid 
the conclusion, that these events afford 
the true explanation and fulfilment of 
those two periods in the prophecy. 

* Scaliger de Emend. Temp. p. 551. 
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There yet remains the period of one 
week, the last of the Seventy, to be ac- 
counted for ; and the explanation of this 
week has hitherto proved the greatest dif- 
ficulty in the prophecy. ^' And he shall 
confirm the covenant with many for one 
week; and in the midst of the week he 
shall cause the sacrifice and the oblation 
to cease : and for the o\'erspreading of 
abominations he shall make it desolate, 
even until the consummation, and that 
determined shall be poured upon the de- 
solate." 

The difiiculty which the word ** cove- 
nant," in this passage, has occasioned 
to interpreters, will be most effectually 
pointed out, by a statement of some of 
the various suggestions which have been 
resorted to in explanation of the word. 

Dr. Blayney supposes this one week of 
* * covenant" to refer to the seven years of 
the war between the Romans and Jews, 
during which the covenant made by 
Christ with his disciples was fulfilled, viz. 
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that not a hair of their heads should be 
injured during those perilous times. 

Bishop Lloyd and Mr. Marshall sop* 
pose the period to begin in the ninth year 
of the reign of Nero, and to end with the 
destruction of Jerusalem by Titus : the 
Romans having made a peace or covenant 
with the Parthians, Medes, and Arme- 
nians during that time. 

Another suggestion is, that the word 
refers to the covenant entered into amongst 
themselves by the rebellious Jews, to re- 
sist the power of the Romans. 

Prideaux, Usher, Petavius, and per- 
haps the majority of interpreters, consider 
the one week, or seven years of covenant, 
to refer to seven years during which the 
gospel covenant is said to have been ex- 
clusively preached to the Jews; and, with 
some variation of arrangement, place it 
about the time of the ministry of our Sa- 
viour : some counting seven years from 
the preaching of John the Baptist to the 
death of Christ ; others, from the ministry 

g4 
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rf Oirtst to three yeiirs atid a half aftel* 
his death, when they dtippose the Gheti^ 
liies to have been first called; others, 
fVom the death of Christ to the call of 
Cornelius, which is placed seven years 
after the crucifixion. Thus, it may be 
observed, fourteen years instead of seven, 
for the exclusive preaching of the gospd 
covenant to the Jews, are made up from 
these difierent arrangements. 

This is certainly the least objectionable 
interpretation of the word covenant which 
has been proposed ; yet the difficulty in 
applying it to the prophecy is mo9t maili- 
fest, from the variety of modes in whibh 
it has been attempted to adjust it, andt 
not one of them having yet met with 
general consent. Sir Isaac Newton, Sca- 
liger, Mede, Faber, and others, are so 
satisfied from the context that the '* sacri- 
fice" and ** oblation," which it is said shjfll 
cease in the midst of the week, refer to 
the literal daily sacrifice in the temple, 
that th^y even resort to the addition of an 
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ei&Ira baif.w^ek (30) beyoiwl the ^v^»tjr, 
tQ qnab|? them to refer thoee won]^ to ti^ 
ticQQof the destruction of Jeru9dlei», and 
^et ;to retain the interpretation of Gospel 
PO^vepaAt as applied to one y/eqk about 
the,^a)e of our Saviour. This additioi^i 
bojv^yery of half a week is perhaps the 
most objectionable of all the various sug* 
gestiqns which have been proposed. 

Such, then, is the difficulty of this pajrt 
of ^^.^bjepty and such the bias towards 
a.^jQ^H^ristian construction of the passage 
If^^h ha$' infloenced most of the writers 
tq^ W;^oi0) we have referred. It is this de* 
tefj9»iP9lian to look at the subject in a 
C^istian point of view^ which I have 
be£g^e observed may be one great cause 
of fiiilure in the interpretation. And so 
far from such a construction tending to 
^cidate the passage before us, it appears 
to ipe to have involved it in almost inex^ 
t^cabU coa&^ian* 

The latter part of the twenty-sixth verse^ 
and the cQDfcluding^ wwds^ of the tMi^nty* 

G 6 
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seventh, by the admission of all^ refer to 
the same point of time, that is, to the 
time of the desolation of Judeea, by the 
Roman armies. It is presuming, there- 
fore, a great want of arrangement in the 
prophecy, to suppose the intermediate 
words to apply to a period then more than 
thirty years past, thereby making three 
changes of time in the course of the two 
verses. But if we would preserve the 
consistency of the prophecy in this respect, 
which is moat natural, we shall be con- 
strained to place the intermediate pas- 
sage, which refers to the one week of 
covenant, about the time of the Jewish 
war. We shall arrive at the same con- 
clusion by referring the words ' ' sacrifice 
and oblation" to the literal morning and 
evening sacrifice offered daily in the tem- 
ple, which, according to history. Ceased 
while Jerusalem was encompassed by the 
Roman army ; and as it is said that the 
cessation should take place in the midst 
of the week, the one week will thereby 
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be placed at the time of the war. That 
this is the true position of the one week, 
is in my opinion placed beyond all doubt, 
by the allusion of our Saviour to the 
words of Daniel in this prophecy. '' But 
when ye shall see the abomination of de- 
solation spoken of by Daniel the prophet, 
standing where it ought not, then let 
them which be in Judsea flee to the moun- 
tains." Now as the words of Daniel, ap- 
plied by Christ to the time of the destruc- 
tion of Jerusalem, immediately follow the 
words relating to the ceasing of the daily 
sacrifice, both events would appear to 
have taken place in the midst of the week, 
in which case there can remain no ques- 
tion where that week must be placed. 
But if the period of the war between the 
Jews and the Romans be taken as that of 
the one week, the two questions arise — 

1st. How was the covenant confirmed 
with many for seven years at that time ? 

2nd. Why is this week disjoined from 
the preceding sixty-nine ? an arrange- 

06 
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ment adopted indeed by other interpre- 
ters, but for which no reason has yet been 
assigned. 

These two questions will, I trust, be 
satisfactorily answered by the inter{Mre- 
tation of the word covenant which I am 
about to propose. And as I consider the 
main subject of the prophecy, that is, all 
which is included in the Seventy Weeks, 
to be addressed exclusively to the Jews, 
and to relate entirely to Jewish interests, 
that interpretation will be such as I should 
conceive a Jew would naturally put upon 
the word ; and indeed will be the very 
same that Daniel himself must have at- 
tached to it, when using it in his suppli- 
cation to God which precedes the pro- 
phecy, and to which the prophecy is a 
reply. We will therefore now proceed 
to o<Hisider our second proposition. 



CHAPTER V. 



Tke ittcond proposition is, That the word coyenant 
in. the twenty-seventh verse refers to the oovenftnt 
made with Abraham, viz. that his seed should in- 
herit the land of Canaan as an everlasting pos- 
deission. 

Thb word covenant signifies a compact 
or agreement between two or more par* 
ties. And soch was the covenant so often 
spoken of in the Old Testament, as exist- 
ing between God and the descendants of 
Abraham. The Israelites being under 
obligation to perform the conditions of 
the covenant, by keeping the law ; and 
God having engaged, on his part, to 
fulfil certain promises towards them, con- 



134 Daniel's prophecy, 

tingent upon the observance of those con- 
ditions. 

In examining, however, the numerous 
passages where the word covenant occurs, 
we shall find it frequently used, on the 
one hand, merely with reference to the 
conditions of the covenant, and, on the 
other hand, frequently with reference 
merely to the contingent promises. 

For instance, in the following passages 
the word exclusively applies to the obli- 
gations imposed upon the Jews. * * This 
is my covenant which ye shall keep, be- 
tween me and you and thy seed after 
thee ; every man child among you shall 

be circumcised ♦." ** Now, therefore, 

if ye will obey my voice and keep my 
covenant, then shall ye be a peculiar 
treasure unto mef-" '* And he de- 
clared unto you his covenant, which he 
commanded you to perform, even ten 
commandments J." The two tables of 

• Gen. xyii. 10. f Exod. xix. 5. J Deut. iv. 13. 
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Stone containing these commandments, 
were called the tables of the covenant. 
And finally, the whole Levitical law was 
termed the book of the covenant. We 
find, therefore, frequent passages such as 
these — **They will provoke me, and 
break my covenant * ;" that is, the Leviti- 
cal law. " For the children of Israel have 
forsaken thy covenant, thrown down thine 
altars t," &c. Many such passages will 
occur to the reader, where the expres- 
sion, breaking the covenant, is applied in 
rebuke to the Jews for the non-perform- 
ance of their part of the covenant ; and it 
is in this sense, of the Levitical law, that 
the word most frequently occurs in the 
Old Testament. But, on the other hand, 
we find frequent passages where God, 
speaking by the mouth of his prophets, 
uses the expression '* my covenant," as 
applied exclusively to the promises which 

* Deut. xxxi. 20. f 1 Kings xix. 10. 



h« had eo^ged to perform towarclfk the 
Jewa a& long as they should contlatfe^ 
obedient to his will. 

For instance^ '^ I said I will 9e?er 
break my covenant with you *." — ^* I havi^ 
also established my covenant with them!', 
(Abraham, Isaac and Jacob) ''to give, 
them the land of Canaan, the land of 
their pilgrimage f-" And I shall pre- 
sently have occasion to cite many othe^, 
passages bearing the same signi^catipn* . ^ 

The word covenant, therefore^; in tipte 
Old Testament, sometimes refers. iio di^i 
conditions of the covenant, sovx^fips^ jtcij 
the promises^ It is in the sepoiid seo^e. 
that I consider Daniel to have u^ed tb^ 
word in the prophecy. Let us then^ es*. 
amine — 

1st What were the promises which 
God had engaged to perform with Abra^ 
ham and his seed. 

* Judges ii. 1. t Exodus vi. 4. 
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3Dd. How (kr the Jews theniMlTet, 
whea faking of the coTenant, referred 
to the promises. 

3rd. Whether Daniel himself, in the 
preyious part of the chapter containing 
the prophecy, has not used the word co- 
venant as referring especially to the pro* 
mise of the land of Canaan. 

With regard to the first point, the na- 
tnre and extent of the promises will be 
fully seen from the following extracts. 
** Now the Lord had said unto Abraham, 
Get thee out of thy country, and from 
thy kindred, and from thy father's house, 
unto a land that I will show thee : and I 
will make of thee a great nation, and I 
will bless thee and make thy name great : 
and I will bless them that bless thee, and 
curse him that curseth thee ; and in thee 
shall all the families of the earth be 
blessed *." — ** And the Lord said unto 
Abraham, after that Lot was separated 

* Genesis xii. 1. 
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from him, Lift up now thine eyes, and 
lodL from the place where thou art, North- 
ward, and Southward, and Eastward, and 
Westward ; for all the land which thou 
seest, to thee will I give it, and to thy 
seed for ever *." — " In the same day the 
Lord made a covenant (31) with Abra- 
ham, saying. Unto thy seed have I given 
this land from the river of Egypt unto the 
great river, the river Euphrates f." — " I 
will make thee exceeding fruitful, and I 
will make nations of thee, and kings shall 
come out of thee : and I will establish my 
covenant between me and thee, and thy 
seed after thee, in their generations, for 
an everlasting covenant, to be a God unto 
thee, and to thy seed after thee; and I 
will give unto thee and thy seed« after 
thee, the land wherein thou art a stranger, 
fill the land of Canaan, for an everlasting 
possession, and I will be their God J."— - 



* Genesis xiii. 14. -j- Genesis xv. 18. 

X Genesis xyii. 6. 
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'^ By myself have I sworn, saith the Lord, 
for because thou hast done this thing, and 
hast not withheld thy son, thine only son, 
that in blessing I will bless thee, and in 
multiplying I will multiply thy seed as 
the stars of the heavens, and as the sand 
which is upon the sea shore : and thy seed 
shall possess the gate of his enemies : and 
in l^y seed shall all the nations of the 
earth be blessed, because thou hast 
obeyed my voice*/' 

Now these passages resolve themselves 
into two distinct promises, the one spi- 
ritual, viz. the promise of the Messiah, 
in whom all the nations of the earth 
should be blessed : the other temporal, 
viz. that the seed of Abraham should 
possess the land of Canaan, as a great 
and populous nation under the special 
protection of God. 

These two promises were afterwards 
confirmed with Isaac, and Jacob, nearly 

* Genesis xxii. 16. 



140 i>AifiEt,'BPncif^nefj 

in' the same words — ''And the Lord ap- 
peiared imto him (Isaac) and^aid, Go not 
down into Egypt : dwell in the land which 
Idtall tell thee of: sojourn in this land, 
and I will be with thee; for unto thee 
and unto thy seed will I give all these 
countries, and I will perform the oath 
which I sware unto Abraham thy father, 
and will make thy seed to multiply as the 
stars of the heaven, and will give unto thy 
seed all these countries ; and in thy seed 
shall all the nations of the earth be 
blessed *." 

'' And he (Jacob) dreamed, and behold 
a ladder," &c. — " and behold the Lofd 
stood above it, and said, I am the Lord 
God of Abraham thy father, and the God 
of Isaac : the land wheron thou liest, to 
thee will I give it, and to thy seed : and 
thy seed shall be as the dust of the earth, 
and thou shalt spread abroad to the West, 
and to the East, and to the Norths and to 

♦ Genesis xxvi. 2. 
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the Soath; aud in thee, and in thy 
seed, shall all the families of the eaxth 
be blessed*." 

The promises, therefore, made with 
the fathers Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, 
m often alluded to by their descendants 
in after times, were the spiritual promise 
cHT the Messiah in their seed, and the tern** 
poral promise of the land of Canaan. t: 
u iWUh regard to the spiritual promise of 
iji^i M^siah, though undoubtedly the 
92^in feature in the expectations held out 
to the fathers, I am not aware of any re«* 
jj^pprence ^^de to it in the Old Testament, 
fipder the expression of the covenant; 
With regard, however, to the temporal 
promise of the land of Canaan, we shall 
find it constantly referred to by the Jews, 
tbfpugbout the Old Testament, under 
tbfit term : and it is this Jewish construe- 
tiqa jpf the word covenant which appears 
to bring out the most satisfactory inter<^ 

* Genesis xxviii. 12. 
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pretation of the passage under conside- 
ration. Let us then examine — 

Secondly. How far the Jews themselves, 
in speaking of the covenant, understood 
it to refer to the promises. 

To begin with the time of Moses, we 
find these words used by him as coming 
from God: "And I have also estab- 
lished my covenant with them (Abraham, 
Isaac and Jacob) to give them the land 
of Canaan, the land of their pilgrimage, 
wherein they were strangers ; " — ^ ' and I 
have also heard the groaning of the chil- 
dren of Israel, whom the Egyptians keep 
in bondage, and I have remembered my 
covenant *•" And again : " If they shall 
confess their iniquity, (i. .6. when in cap- 
tivity) then will I remember my covenant 
with Jacob, and also my covenant with 
Isaac, and also my covenant with Abra- 
ham will I remember: and I will re- 
member the land f ." 

* Exod. vi. 4. t Leviticus xxvi. 40. 
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The writer of the book of Judges uses 
these words : " And the aDgel of the 
Lord came up from Gilgal to Bochim, 
and said, I made you to go up out of 
Egypt, and have brought you into the 
land which I sware unto your fathers : 
and I said, I will never break my cove- 
nant with you *." 

David, in the 105th PsaZwi, says, '' He 
hath remembered his covenant for ever, 
the word which he commanded to a 
thousand generations, which covenant he 
made with Abraham, and his oath unto 
Isaac, and confirmed the same unto Jacob 
for a law, and unto Israel for an ever- 
lasting covenant : saying, Unto thee will 
I give the land of Canaan, the lot of 
thine inheritance." 

Jeremiah, after delivering a prophecy 
foretelling that Judah should be carried 
away captive, says, ** Hast thou utterly 
rejected Judah ? do not abhor us for thy 

* Judges ii. 1. 
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name's sake ; do not disgrace the throne 
of thy glory : remember^ break not thy 
covenant with us *." 

In the book of Nehemiah it is said, 
* ' Thou art the Lord the God who didst 
choose Abraham, and madest a cove- 
nant with him, to give the land of the 
Canaanites f ," &c. &c. 

These passages afford sufficient evi- 
dence of the frequent use of the word 
covenant by the Jews, as referring not 
only to the promises generally, as dis- 
tinguished from the conditions of the 
covenant, but specially to the temporal 
promise of the land of Canaan. And let 
us examine, therefore, 

Thirdly. Whether Daniel himself, in 
the previous part of the chapter contain- 
ing the prophecy, has not used the word 
covenant as referring specially to the 
promise of the land of Canaan. 

In whatever sense it is there used, it is 

* Jeremiah xiy. 19t 21. f Nehemiah ix. ?• 
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not unreasonable to presume, that the 
same sense is attached to the word in the 
latter part of the same chapter. 

The expression of Daniel to which I al- 
lude is, " O Lord, the great and dreadful 
God, keeping the covenant and mercy to 
them that love him.** The expression, 
*• covenant and mercy," is also used by 
Nefaemiah, under similar circumstances, 
that is, while in captivity in a foreign 
country, and praying for restoration to 
the land of Canaan. Both, also, evi- 
dently refer to the same words, made use 
of by Moses in the book of Deuteronomy, 
where they occur for the first time in 
the Bible, and from which passage the 
Expression, which became afterwards a 
common one, no doubt took its origin. 
** Wherefore it shall come to pass, if ye 
hearken to the judgments^ and keep, 
and do them, that the Lord thy God 
shall keep unto thee the * covenant and 

* Is it not probable tbat the words, ** covenant, and 

H 
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the merty which he sware unto thy far- 
thers*/* 

What then was the " covenant and 
mercy" which God had sworn tinto the 
fathers ? We have already seen that th^ 
only engagements made with the fathers, 
on the part of God, were that the Messiah 
should be bom from their seed, and that 
their seed should become possessors of the 
land of Canaan. But Moses here refers 
to the temporal promise only. The whole 
tendency of the book of Deuteronomy, of 
which we may satisfy ourselves by reading 
from the fourth to the eleventh chapter^ 
was to impress upon the Israelites^ by 
frequent repetition, that as long ad they 
should continue to keep the laws and 
commandments of God, they should be 
blessed and prosperous in the land of 
Canaan ; and if, on the contrary, they 
should forsake those laws^ that they should 

s 

mercy," refer respectively to the two promises, of 
the land of Canaan, and of the Messiah ? 

• Deut. vii. 12. 
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forfeit their title to the possession of the 
land, should be afflicted with calamities, 
and carried into captivity. Just emerg- 
ing from a state of bondage in Egypt, 
and wandering in the wilderness, the 
Israelites were not yet sufficiently en- 
lightened to comprehend the nature of 
the spiritual covenant, and Moses, there- 
fojre, does not once allude to it in his 
exhortations to them. He does indeed 
say, that the Lord, at a future period, 
would raise up a prophet like unto him- 
self^ alluding darkly to Christ ; but even 
here he does not speak of that event as a 
fiilfilment of the covenant made with the 
fathers. 

The expression , ' ' covenant and mercy, 
therefore, as used by Moses, refers to the 
temporal promise of the land of Canaan « 
And the same expression, in the two fol- 
lowing passagiea from the book of Kehe- 
miah, clearly bears thesamie signiBcation. 
'* O Lord God of heaven, the great and 
terrible God, that keepest covenant and 

h2 
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mercy for them that love him — '• — ^remem- 
ber, I beseech thee, the word that thou 
commandest thy servant Moses, saying, 
If ye transgress, I will scatter you abroad 
among the nations ; but if ye turn unto 
me, and keep my commandments, and 
do them ; though there were of you cast 
out unto the uttermost part of the heaven, 
yet tvUl I gather them from thenee^ and 
bring them unto the place that I have cho- 
sen to set my name there*. ^^ And again, 
''thou art the Lord, the God, that didst 
choose Abraham, — and madest a cove- 
nant with him, to give the land of the 

CanaaniteSj Sec. ^to give it, I say, to 

his seed Now therefore, our God, the 

great, the mighty, and the terrible God, 
who keepest covenant and mercy j let not 
all the trouble seem little before thee that 

hath come upon ns, since the times of 

the kings of Assyria unto this day, be- 
hold we are servants this day^ and for the 

* Nehem. i. 5. 
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land which thou gavest unto our fathers 
to eat the fruit thereof, behold we are 
servants in it*/' 

The expression used by Daniel is 
clearly the same as that used by Moses, 
and in the two foregoing quotations. But 
since Moses and Nehemiah manifestly 
apply it to the temporal promise of the 
land of Canaan, we can hardly avoid the 
conclusion that Daniel used it in the 
same sense. 

But if Daniel, in his prayer to God, to 
keep his '^ covenant and mercy" with his 
people, intended to pray that they might 
be restored to the possession of the land 
of Canaan, we are justified in presuming, 
that in the answer to that prayer, the 
same word covenant would not be made 
use of in any other than the same signifi- 
cation. 

Thus I have shown — 

1st. That the word covenant in the 

* Nehem. ix. 7. 32. 

h3 
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Old Testament, sometimes implies merely 
the conditions of the covenant imposed 
upon the Jews; sometimes the promises of 
the covenant taken upon himself by God. 

2nd. That the promises of the covenant 
were two — the spiritual promise of the 
Messiah, and the temporal promise of the 
land of Canaan. 

3rd. That from the time of Moses to 
Nehemiah, that is, from the beginning to 
the close of the writings of the Old Testa- 
ment, the temporal promise alone was 
that which the Jews referred to as the 
covenant made with the fathers. 

4th. That as Daniel, in the previous 
part of his ninth chapter, clearly limits the 
signification of the word covenant to the 
temporal promise, we are justified in con- 
cluding, that it is used in the same sense 
in the latter part of the same chapter. 

The expression of the prophecy, there- 
fore, '^ he shall confirm the covenant with 
many for one week," I interpret thus — 
He shall confirm the promise of the pos- 
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session of the laud of Canaan partially to 
the house of Judah for seven jears. 

We have seen that this was the signifi- 
cation attached to the word throughout 
the Old Testament, and I think we may 
conclude that it was also so understood 
by the Jews in the times of the early part 
of the New Testament, 

The Jews, about the time of our Saviour, 
were particularly tenacious on the subject 
of their independence as a nation, and for 
any one to interfere with the freedom of 
their possession of the Promised Land, 
was considered a breach of the law. Ac- 
cordingly we find that those who collected 
the taxes laid upon the land by the 
Romans were classed with the sinners, 
^^ publicans and sinners." It was not law- 
ful in their estimation to pay tribute unto 
Caesar. And consequently we hear of dis- 
turbances having taken place in the days 
of the taxing *. We may also collect 

* Acts V. 37. 

h4 
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from the words of Zechariah, that shortly 
before the birth of our Saviour, it was the 
received opinion, that a breach of the 
covenant, in the sense of an interference 
with the free possession of the Promised 
Land, either had at that time, or was ex- 
pected shortly, to take place. For Ze- 
chariah says, ' ' Blessed be the Lord God 
of Israel, for he hath visited and redeemed 
his people ; and hath raised up a horn of 
salvation for us in the hous^ of his servant 
David ; as he spake by the mouth of his 
holy prophets, which have been since the 
world began, that we should be saved from 
our enemies J and from the hand of all that 
hate us : to perform the mercy promised 
to our fathers^ and to remember his holy 
covenant : the oath which he sware to our 
father Abraham^ that he would grant unto 
lis, that we being delivered out of the hand 
of our enemies, might serve him without 
fear, in holiness and righteousness before 
him, all the days of our life *." Zecha- 

* Luke i. 68. 
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riah here evidently alludes to the impend- 
ing possession of the land of Judeea by the 
Roman legions, to save them from which, 
according to the prevalent opinion of the 
temporal nature of the Messiah's king- 
dom, in performance of his covenant, God, 
he considers, had raised up a horn of sal- 
vation in the house of David. 

Let us next proceed to examine, how 
this interpretation of the word covenant 
tends to facilitate the explanation of the 
prophecy ; and how it is proposed to 
answer these obvious questions : 

Ist. Why is the last week of the Se- 
venty disjoined from the previous sixty- 
nine weeks ? 

2nd. How was the covenant, according 
to the proposed interpretation, confirmed 
with many of the Jews for seven years, at 
the period of the war with the Romans ? 



h5 
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1st. Why is the last week of the Se- 
venty disjoined from the previous sixty- 
nine weeks ? 

^ The prophecy opens with these words : 
'* Seventy weeks are determined upon thy 
people^ and upon thy holy city f' that is, 
four hundred and ninety years are de- 
termined upon the house of Judah and 
Jerusalem. But from the restoration of 
Judah from captivity, and the rebuilding 
of the city of Jerusalem, to the final de- 
struction of the city, and dispersion of the 
people, taken from any one of the edicts 
of the kings of Persia, is much more than 
four, hundred and ninety years. From 
the first of Cyrus to the destruction of 
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the city by Titus, is six hundred and six 
years. From the second of Darius Hys- 
taspis, five hundred and ninety years. 
From the second of Xerxes, five hundred 
and fifty-four. From the seventh of Art- 
axerxes Longimanus, five hundred and 
twenty-eight. And from the twentieth of 
the same king, five hundred and fifteen 
years. It is clear, then, that the words 
of Daniel cannot be understood as fore- 
telling four hundred and ninety years of 
existence of Judah as a people, or Jeru- 
salem as a city ; but some particular state 
or condition of the city and people must 
be referred to, occupying so much time 
out of the whole period. 

Accordingly, it is usual to explain this 
part of the subject, by applying the four 
hundred and ninety years as the times 
of the duration of the '* holy dty,'' that is, 
the times of the renewed existence of the 
ecclesiastical polity of the Jews. This is 
said to have been re-established by Ezra^ in 
the seventh of Artaxerxes Longimanus^ 

H 6 
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and to have continued in force till the 
death of our Saviour, being a period of 
exactly four hundred and ninety years. 

But it may be observed, that the ^^ holy 
city," in this figurative sense, was re- 
established long before the time of 
Ezra, and continued long after the death 
of Christ. Both the civil and ecclesi- 
astical government of the Jews, as we 
learn from the book of Ezra, and from 
Josephus, were restored at the time of 
the completion of the second temple, in 
the reign of the king called Darius : 
when the ** priests were set in their di- 
visions, and the Levites in their courses, 
for the service of God, which is at Je- 
rusalem : as it is written in the book of 
Moses." Shall any one say, also, that 
at the time of the solemn renewal of the 
covenant spoken of by Nehemiah, which 
I have already given reasons for con- 
cluding took place before the seventh of 
Artaxerxes Longimanus, when the people 
'' entered into a curse, and into an^oath. 
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to walk in God's law, which was given 
by Moses the servant of God, and to ob- 
serve and do all the commandments of 
the Lord our God, and his judgments 
and bis statutes,'' shall any one say, that 
at this time the figurative city was not re- 
built ? It is true that Ezra, in the seventh 
of Artaxerxes, came to Jerusalem expressly 
to reform abuses and corruptions which 
had crept into the Jewish church, and 
probably restored it to a greater degree 
of purity and perfection at that time : yet 
it cannot be said that the church was not 
in existence before ; when we learn, also, 
from the book of Ezra, that the daily sa- 
crifices had been renewed, and all the 
appointed feasts kept, long previous tc 
the date of his commission *. The rites 
and ceremonies of the Jewish church lasted 
also long after the death of our Saviour, 
even till the final destruction of Jerusalem. 
The prophecy moreover says, ' ' the 

* Ezra iii. 4, 5. vi. 19. 
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people of the prince that shall come shall 
destroy the city and the sanctuary," which 
passage clearly refers to the capture of the 
city by the Roman people ; the figurative 
interpretation, therefore, must either here 
be relinquished, or the city in that sense 
admitted to have lasted beyond the times 
of our Saviour. This figurative expla- 
nation, therefore, of the four hundred 
and ninety years, is by no means satis- 
factory. How then is the period to be 
explained? for so many years, and no 
more, are determined upon Daniel's 
people and the holy city. 

It appears to me to be a simple mod^ 
of accounting for the four hundred and 
ninety years, to apply them to the times 
of the renewal of God's covenant with his 
people, that is, to the times during which 
the sceptre over the land of Canaan was 
restored to the house of Judah, and the 
city of Jerusalem remained an indepen- 
dent city, free from tribute, and foreign 
rule ; which will be found to have occu- 

13 
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pied a space of exactly four hundred and 
ninety years. . 

We have already seen how the Jews 
were re-established in the free possession 
of their own land by the decree of Xerxes : 
aiid from this time to the birth of our 
Saviour, that is, for four hundred and 
eighty-three years, they appear to have 
retained the government in their own 
hands, with one short interruption in the 
reign of Antiochus Epiphanes, subject to 
their own laws, and appointing their own 
rulers. But at the end of four hundred 
and eighty-three years, or sixty-nine 
weeks, the sceptre departed from Judah, 
the Romans took possession of the pro- 
mised land, set procurators over Judeea, 
and took military possession of the city 
of Jerusalem. Thus then the covenant 
became suspended. From the moment 
the Romans took the government from 
the Jews into their own hands, the co- 
venant with Abraham ceased to be in 
operation. This occupation of the pro^ 
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mised land by the Romans lasted about 
sixty-nine years, at the end of which, 
after much suffering and endurance, the 
Jews revolted, regained possession of the 
government or sceptre for seven years, 
as I shall presently show, thus renewing 
the covenant for one week, and com- 
pleting the period of Seventy Weeks, or 
four hundred and ninety years. 

According to our construction of the 
word covenant, therefore, it is obvious 
why the last week of the Seventy is dis- 
joined from the previous sixty-nine ; for, 
the whole being weeks of covenant, or of 
possession of the sceptre by the house of 
Judah, over the land of Canaan, a period 
of sixty-nine years is found to have in- 
tervened between the sixty-ninth and 
seventieth week, during which the co- 
venant was in a state of abeyance, and 
the sceptre in the possession of a foreign 
hand. 

But is it historically true, that the 
sceptre departed from Judah at the time 
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of the birth of Christ? and also, that the 
Jews expelled the Romans, and regained 
possession of the land for seven years 
before their final dispersion ? 

We are told by Josephus *, that almost 
immediately after the death of Herod the 
great, which is supposed to have taken 
place about two years before the vulgar 
Christian sera, and not long after the 
birth of Christ, Archilaus his son sailed 
to Rome, to seek the crown from Au- 
gustus; and that upon his departure the 
whole nation burst into tumult. The 
Roman general Varus, who was then go- 
vernor of Syria, immediately marched 
into Judaea, and having quelled the se- 
dition, placed one of his hgions in Jeru- 
saleniy and returned to Antioch. Sabinus, 
however, the procurator, continued to 
oppress the Jews, and seized their citadels 
hy force^ in order to obtain possession of 
Herod's treasure. At the feast ofPen- 

♦ Joseph. Ant. 1. xvii. c x. 
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tecost, which followed shortly ailter, ano- 
ther sedition broke out^ and the legion 
which had been left in Jerusalem was for 
some time in danger. Varus, however, 
marched a second time into Judeea to its 
assistance, and having put down the in- 
surrection, crucified not less than two thou- 
sand of the seditious. From this time the 
Romans never quitted possession of Je- 
rusalem till expelled in the reign of Nero, 
that is, for sixty-nine years ; and it is 
quite clear, that during the whole of that 
time the promised land was entirely sub- 
ject to their will and controul. 

It is true, that from the time of the 
taking of Jerusalem by Pompey, many 
years before, Judaea had become nomi- 
nally subject to the Romans. Still they 
were not prepared, at that time, to take 
military possession of the country, nor 
was it yet declared a province of the 
Roman empire. During the reign of 
Herod the great, the Jews retained un- 
molested possession of their own land, 
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sabject to their own laws, and their own 
king : for though not the rightful heir 
to the throne, yet Herod, according to 
Josephus, was a Jew, and bad married 
Mariamne, of royal blood, and, on the 
death of her brother Aristobulus, next in 
succession of the Asmonean family. At 
no period, also, of the Jewish history, since 
the time of Solomon, can the Jews more 
properly be styled a great nation, than 
under the dominion of Herod the great. 
Upon his death, however, the Roman 
legions were introduced: the settlement 
of the government, which was ultimately 
decided according to Herod's will, was 
taken in hand by Augustus Csesar, and 
tribute again imposed upon Judeea. At 
the very time that our Saviour was born 
at Bethlehem, Mary had gone up there 
to be taxed. And this tax, though first 
collected, according to St Luke, when 
Cyrenius was Governor of Judaea, some 
years after*, yet was at this precise pe- 

* Joseph. Ant. 1. xviii. c. ii. 1. 
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riod first imposed upon the nation, as 
the badge of subjection to the Roman 
empire. 

It may be said, perhaps, that as Ju- 
deea was not yet declared a province of 
the empire, and as Archilaus was still 
suffered to govern, under the title of Eth- 
narch, for some years after the death of 
his father^ the kingdom had not yet been 
taken from the house of Judah. But it 
may be observed, in reply, that the 
possession of the promised land was sus- 
pended exactly in the same manner^ and 
under similar circumstances, at the com- 
mencement of the seventy years' captivity 
at Babylon, during which the land was 
reckoned as desolate, and enjoying its 
Sabbaths. For this captivity began in 
the fourth year of Jehoiakim, and ended 
in the first year of Cyrus. But we know 
that Jehoiakim, Jeconiah, andZedekiah, 
continued to reign over Jerusalem, as 
vassals of the king of Babylon, for nine- 
teen years, during which the city was 
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suffered to exist, though the captivity and 
desolation had already commenced. And 
so Archilaus certainly continued to reign, 
and indeed according to the will of Herod : 
but over one half only of what constituted 
Herod's kingdom *, and as much the 
vassal of Augustus, as were Jehoiakim or 
Zedekiah the vassals of Nebuchadnezzar, 
king of Babylon. We can understand 
also the policy of the Romans in suffering 
a nominal ruler for a few years, while 
consolidating their footing in the country, 
and afterwards banishing that ruler, as 
was the case with Archilaus^ as soon as it 
suited their purpose. 

With the birth of the Messiah then, at 
the end of the sixty-ninth week, the 
sceptre departed from Judah, and the 
covenant with Abraham was suspended. 

But with the suspension of the cove- 

* Augustus divided the kingdom into three parts, 
giving one half of the kingdom to Archilaus, and di- 
viding the other half hetween Herod Antipas and 
Phitip. 
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nanty the main sobject of the prophecy is 
suspended. Daniel, therefore, at this 
point, appears to break off from his sub- 
ject; and in order to bring us up his- 
torically to the point of time at which the 
coTcnant was again renewed, repeats a 
slight outline of events, without affixing 
their dates, till he arrives at the period 
he has in view; which he inmiediately 
marks with peculiar precision. He says, 
^'And after three score and two weeks 
shall Messiah be cut off, but not for him- 
self ; and the people of the prince thai 
shall come shall destroy the city and the 
sanctuary; and the end thereof shall be 
with a flood, and unto the end of the war 
desolations are determined/' 

Having thus brought us up to the time 
of the war with the Romans, Daniel pro- 
ceeds, ^* And he shall confirm the cove- 
nant with many for one week ; and in 
the midst of the week he shall cause the 
sacrifice and oblation to cease/' thus dis- 
tinctly marking the date of this last 



OP THE SEVENTY WEEKS. 167 

week by an event which should take place 
in the midst of it ; and this brings me to 
the second question which arises out of 
our interpretation of the word covenant, 
via;. — 

2nd. How was the covenant, acoording 
to the proposed signification, confirmed 
with many of the Jews for seven years, at 
the period of the Jewish war ? 

A strong expectation of the Messiah we 
know was prevalent amongst the Jews, 
both long before and after the birth of 
Christ : and as the popular opinion was, 
that the Messiah was to be a temporal 
prince, who should restore the Jewish 
nation to great politicid power and dis-» 
tinction, it was not probable that they 
should continue quietly to submit to the 
hard dominion of the Roman governors. 
Accordingly, the history of the country 
after the death of Herod, as related by 
Josephus, is nothing but a succession of 
tumults, rebellion, and massacre : till at 
length, in the twelfth year of the reign of 



168 Daniel's prophecy, 

Nero, the oppression became so into- 
lerable on the one hand, and the people 
so infuriated on the other, that with one 
simultaneous effort they freed themselves 
from the yoke, and expelled the Romans 
from the country. 

The point from which the commence- 
ment of this revolt is to be dated, is dis- 
tinctly marked by Tacitus and Josephus. 
Tacitus * says, " The Jews remained pa- 
tient till the time of Gessins Florns, the 
procurator, and under him began the 
war." Josephus t, after relating how 
Gessius Florus, by art and tyranny, had 
endeavoured to excite the Jews to se- 
dition, says, ^' At that time began the 
war, in the twelfth year of the reign of 
Nero, and the seventeenth of the reign of 
Agrippa, in the month Artimisius (Jyar)," 
that is, about the end of April, or begin- 
ning of May, A.D. 66 :}:. Counting from 

* TacituSy Histor. 1. v. cap. x. 

-)* Josephus, Bell. Jud. 1. ii. cap. xiv. 4. 

X Usher's Chronology, AiD. 66. 
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this date seven years, we come to the 
month of April or May, A.D. 73 ; and 
if we turn to Josephus, we shall find that 
the war ceased by the taking of the last 
fortress M essada, exactly at that time. 

"When Bassus," he says, " was dead 
in Judea, Flavins Sylva succeeded him as 
procurator there, who, when he saw that 
all the rest of the country was subdued 
in this war, and that there was but one 
only stronghold that was still in rebel- 
li(Hi, got all his army together, that lay 
in different places, and made an expe- 
dition against it. This fortress was called 
Massada *." He then enters into a long 
description of the importance of the place, 
and how it contained arms sufficient for 
ten thousand men, and every thing re- 
quisite for standing a long siege. The 
Romans, however, encompassed it with a 
wall, and having at last reduced the gar- 
rison to despair, the Jews, " as full of an 

* Josephus, Bell. Jud. 1. vii. cap. viii. 

I 
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unconquerable ardour of mind, and moved 
with demoniacal fury, "came to the dread- 
ful resolution of putting themselves, their 
virives, and children, to death, rather than 
that they should fall into the hands of the 
Romans. This resolution was accordingly 
put in practice, and Josephus concludes 
his account in these words : ^'This cala- 
mitous slaughter was made on the fifteenth 
day of the month Xanthicus (Nisan) *," 
that is, in the fourth year of the reign of 
Vespasian, in the beginning of April, A.D. 
73 t- Thus from the first revolt of the. 
Jews, in April 66, to the taking of the 
last fortress in Judaea, in April 73, is 
exactly seven years, or one prophetic 
week ; and during these seven years the 
covenant was confirmed with ihany of the 
Jews, by their partial recovery of their 
own land. 

But, in the midst of this week, Daniel 

* Josephus, Bell. Jud. 1. vii. cap. ix, 1. 
f Usher's Chronology, A.D. 73. 
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says, ^^He shall cause the sacrifice and 
the oblation to cease ;" and it is the literal 
fulfilment of this prediction in the midst 
of these seven years, which convinces me 
that these years form the last week in the 
prophecy. 

We find that in July, A.D. 70, that is, 
very nearly in the middle of the seven 
years, the daily sacrifice, which accord- 
ing to law was offered up morning and 
evening in the temple of Jerusalem, 
and which had not been discontinued 
even during the famine which raged 
in the city, not amid the scenes of 
bloodshed and profanation which hourly 
polluted the precincts of the altar, ceased 
for want of priests to officiate. Jose- 
phus is fortunately as precise as to the 
date of this event, as he is in all other 
particulars relating to the war. " And 
now," he says *' Titus gave orders to 
his soldiers to dig up the foundations 
of the tower of Antonia ;" — '* for he 
had heard that on that very day, which 

I 2 
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¥ras the seventeenth day of Panemus, 
(Tamuz) the sacrifice called the daily 
sacrifice had failed, and had not been 
offered to God, for want of men to offer 
it : and that the people were grievously 
troubled at it*." This event happened 
in July, A.D. 70, about two months be- 
fore the city was taken by Titus, and 
four years and three months after the 
first revolt against the Romans. 

Could accomplishment be more, exact 
than this ? Could prophetic language, 
intended to foretel the partial recovery 
of the promised land by the Jews for 
seven years, and the ceasing of the tem- 
ple worship in the midst of that period, 
be more clearly expressed, than in the 
words, ^' He shall confirm the covenant 
with many for one week, and in the midst 
of the week he shall cause the sacrifice 
and the oblation to cease ?" The prophet 
says '* with many," thereby signifying a 

* JosephuSy Bell* Jud. 1. tI. c. ii. 
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very incomplete possession of the land, or 
restoration of the Jews as a nation. 

But did this revolt succeed to such an 
extent, as really to place the government 
again in the hands of the Jews ? We col- 
lect from Josephus that it did. He tells 
us, that in the spring of A.D. 66, the 
Jews seized the fortress of Massada, and 
massacred the Roman garrison. About 
the end of August in the same year, they 
obtained possession of Jerusalem, putting 
to death the Romans who had surren- 
dered on condition of their lives being 
spared. And immediately after this, the 
whole nation being seized with rage^ in 
consequence of a massacre at Cesareea by 
Floras, divided themselves into several 
parties, and laid waste the entire country 
of Judaea, baming and slaughtering 
wherever they went. Cestius Gallius 
upon this besieges Jerusalem, and in the 
following October retreats in a most un- 
accountable way from the city, when 
upon the point of surrender. Josephus 

I 3 
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then continues, '^ but as to those who 
had pursued after Cestius, when they 
were returned back to Jerusalem, they 
overbore some of those that favoured the 
Romans by violence, and some they per- 
suaded to join with them, and got to- 
gether in great numbers in the temple, 
and appointed a great many generals for 
the war. Joseph also, the son of Gorion, 
and Ananus the high-priest, were chosen 
asgovernorB of all affairs within the city. 
— They also chose other generals for Idu- 
rasea ; Jesus the son of Sapphias, one of 
the high-pnests, and Eleazar the son of 
Ananias, the high-priest : they also en- 
joined Niger, the then governor of Idu- 
msea, who was of a family that belonged 
to Persea, beyond Jordan, that he should 
be obedient to those forenamed com- 
manders. Nor did they neglect the care 
of other parts of the country : but Joseph 
the son of Simon was sent as a general 
to Jericho, as was Manasseh to Perea, 
and John the Essene to the toparchy of 
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Thamna : Lydda was also added to his 
portion, and Joppa and Emmaus. But 
John, the son of Matthias, was made the 
governor of the toparchies of Gophnitica 
and Acrabatene, as was Josephus the 
son of Matthias, of both the Galilees. 
Gamala also, which was the strongest 
city in those parts, was put under his 
command *." Thus it appears that, from 
Idumaea to Galilee, the Romans had be- 
come entirely dispossessed of the pro- 
mised land, and the sceptre had returned 
once more into the hands of the Jews, in 
the year A.D. 66. In the course of the 
three following years, Galilee and Idu- 
maea appear to have been reconquered, 
but Jerusalem and Judeea were retained 
in full possession till the spring of A.D. 
70, that is, for four years. For Vespa- 
sian, although present in Judaea with the 
whole of his army, having at this mo- 
ment his attention fixed upon the revo- 

* Josephus, Bell. Jud. 1. ii. c. xx. 3. 

l4 
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lutionB taking place ia Rome, upon the 
death of Nero, seems to have purposely 
abstained from weakening his force, by 
any military expedition, until he had 
himself been called to the throne : when 
the conquest of Jerusalem was immedi- 
ately entrusted to his son Titus« 

From the commencement of the war the 
Jews obstinately resisted the eflForts of the 
Romans to subdue them, expecting to the 
last moment that a deliverer would rise up 
amongst them and restore the freedom of 
their land : till at length being gradually 
ejected from the strong holds of the 
country, and their last hope destroyed in 
the fall of the fortress Massada^in A.D. 73, 
they became reduced to a state of- the 
most abject subjection, their existence as 
a nation extinguished, and the chosen 
people from thenceforth scattered over 
the face of the earth, '* until the consum^ 
mation, and that determined upon the 
desolate shall be accomplished." 

In conclusion. It will have been al- 
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ready observed by the reader, that the 
whole foundation of the foregoing arrange- 
ment of the prophecy rests upon the ques- 
tion, who was the Darius of the book of 
Ezra ? Should he have felt satisfied with 
the ai^uments brought forward to prove 
that that prince was Xerxes, he cannot 
fail to have been struck with the remark- 
able exactness of the fulfilment of the 
seven weeks, and the sixty-two weeks, as 
computed from the decree issued by that 
king, in the two events, of the completion 
of the wall of Jerusalem by Nehemiah, 
and the birth of Christ, at the end of 
forty-nine years, and four hundred and 
eighty-three years. If, on the contrary, 
he shall have determined, that no satis- 
factory reason has been given for coming 
to any such conclusion, the scheme, which 
is entirely built upon it, will, in his opinion, 
have equally fallen to the ground. Di- 
recting, therefore, attention to the con- 
sideration of this point, in support of 
which I believe that the Hebrew scholar 

I 5 
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will find many testimonies in the works 
of the earliest Jewish writers *, I shall 
leave it to stand or fall by its own merits ; 
merely adding, that, with reference to 
those, who with Mr. Lancaster, may con- 
sider^ that the Seventy Weeks consist of 
four hundred and ninety years and seventy 
sabbaths, together five hundred and sixty 
years, it will be found that by throwing in 
the period during which the covenant was 
suspended by the Romans, between the 
birth of Christ and the revolt of the Jews, 
we shall, within one year and a half, com- 



* Genebrard alludes to some Jewish writers, as 
stating that the second return of Zerubabel from 
Babylon, was after fifty years from the time of 
Cyrus. — Genebrard, Chron. 180. Rabbi Eliezer, who 
wrote about the time of the destruction of Jerusalem, 
says, that upon the interference of the Samaritans 
with the building of the temple directed by Cyrus, it 
ceased till tJie year of Jubilee. If this year of Ju- 
bilee is to be considered as the fiftieth year after the 
return from captivity, it brings us to the beginning 
of the reign of Xerxes, who would thereby appear to 
be the Darius who built the temple.— Rabbi Eliezer 
in Pirke. Vorst's Latin translation, p. 101. 



OF THE SEVEXH'yv WEEKS. 179 

plete the period of five hundred and sixty 
years from the decree of Xerxes to the 
subjection of Judoea *. To such also as 
may consider, with some other inter- 
preters, that the seventy weeks deter- 
mined upon Judah and Jerusalem relate 
to a period complete before the com- 
mencement of the prophetic years, it may 
be observed, that counting back five 
hundred and sixty years from the decree 
of Xerxes, will bring us to the year B.C. 
1046, or that in which the tribe of Judah 
first obtained absolute possession of their 
portion of the Promised Land, being the 
year in which David conquered Jerusalem 

* There is a striking event connected with the 
history of the Jews, which took place in the year 
A.D. 75, and counting to which would more fully 
complete the five hundred and sixty years, viz. the 
shutting up of the temple, and abolition of the 
sacrifice which had been offered for upwards of two 
hundred years, by the Jews who dwelt in Egypt, in 
the city of Heliopolis* This temple was foretold by 
Isaiah (xix. 18, 19.) as to be established in Egypt, 
in a city called the city of the Sun* In our trans- 
lation, the city of destruction. 

I 6 
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from the Jebusites, and built the city of 
Sion *. Deducting from this period the 
seventy years of captivity at Babylon, 
during which the covenant was suspended 
by the Chaldeeans, as it was under the 
second temple for nearly the same length 
of time by the Romans, will leave also 
exactly four hundred and ninety years, or 
seventy weeks, as completed upon Judah 
and Jerusalem, from the time of David to 
the decree of Xerxes. With regard to 
the second point which has been suggested 
in the foregoing treatise, viz. that the 
covenant with Abraham, that his seed 
should possess the land of Canaan, should 
be considered as the main subject of tke 
prophecy of the Seventy Weeks, I am 
aware that the suggestion will from many 
persons meet with but a reluctant acqui- 
escence. With Christians in these days, 
as with the Jews in the days of Christ, 
with regard to their Mosaic law, a strong 

* See Usher's Chronology. 
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conviction prevails, that the Christian dis- 
pensation, in its present form, has been, 
and continues to be, the sole end and aim of 
all the revelations and designs of the Deity 
in his superintendence of this world : as the 
Jews also were accustomed to look down 
with contempt and abhorrence upon the 
Gentile world, in the days of their accep- 
tance and glory, so are we but too apt in 
these days, it may be under equally erro- 
neous impressions, to retort upon them the 
same feelings of unkindness and contempt. 
Such feelings may perhaps revolt at the 
application which it has been attempted to 
make of passages hitherto so invariably 
applied to the all-important ministry upon 
earth of the Founder of our faith, in a 
manner not only tending to raise the dig- 
nity and importance of the despised race, 
but even, as it were, to exalt them at the 
expense of Christianity itself. 

Without entering into the question of 
the relative importance of the Jew and 
Christian in the hands of God, as instru- 
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ments of his providence over this world, 
and still less venturing upon the question, 
whether the Jew may not at some future 
period become the medium of a yet 
further revelation of the Divine will, and 
of a still purer, if that be possible, and 
more enlightened form of Christianity to 
the human race, I would observe, that we 
should be cautious how we undervalue the 
importance of the ancient covenant with 
the fathers. Let us remember, that it is 
still an everlasting covenant. That if, 
as we are distinctly led to expect, the 
dispersed and outcast Jews should again 
turn to God, and repent them of their re- 
jection of the Saviour, ^* though there were 
of them cast out into the uttermost part 
of the heaven, yet will I gather them 
(saith God) from thence, and bring them 
into the place that I have chosen to set 
my name there." Who that studies the 
three last chapters of Zechariah, written 
after the return from Babylon, but must 
come to the conclusion that they shall once 

12 
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more be restored to the Promised Land. 
And such we know from the book of Tobit 
to have been the belief even before their 
first captivity at Babylon, as predicted 
by Jonah, in a prophecy now no longer 
extant. '* For I surely believe (says 
Tobit) those things which Jonas the pro- 
phet spake of Nineve, &c. and that 

our brethren shall lie scattered in the 
earth from that good land : and Jeru- 
salem shall be desolate, and the house of 
God in it shall be burned, and shall be 
desolate for a time ; and that again God 
will have mercy on them, and bring them 
again into the land, where they shall 
build a temple, but not like to the first, 
until the time of that age be fulfilled : and 
afterward they shall return from all places 
of their captivity, and build up Jerusalem 
gloriously, and the house of God shall 
be built in it for ever with a glorious 
building, as the prophets have spoken 
thereof*." 

* Tobit xiv. 4, 5. 
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Let us remember that, as Christians, 
St. Paul has warned us not to be high- 
minded as regards our relative position to 
the Jew : that we are but as the wild 
branches grafted upon the goodly olive 
tree, and liable at any time to be cut off : 
while he tells us that the original branches, 
if they abide not in unbelief, shall again 
be grafted in. Let us remember that, as 
concerning the Gospel, they have been 
enemies for our sakes, but as touching 
the election, they are beloved for the 
father's sake. For ^* blindness in part 
has happened to Israel, until the fulness 
of the Gentiles be come in ; and so all 
Israel shall be saved : as it is written, 
there shall come out of Sion the Deliverer, 
and shall turn away ungodliness from 
Jacob ; for this is my covenant unto them, 
when I shall take away their sins *." 

* Romans xi. 25. 
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(1) Page 2. 

Bishop Newton avoids the subject of the Seventy 
Weeks* prophecy altogether. Whiston, in his Literal 
Accomplishment of Prophecy, omits it : but, in the 
supplement to his work, submits an hypothesis, which 
is universally rejected, viz. that the Artaxerxes of 
Nehemiah was the Xerxes of the Greeks. Nehe- 
miah's Artaxerxes reigned, as he tells us, more than 
thirty-two years (Nehem. xiii. 6.); but no chrono- 
logist has ever supposed Xerxes to have reigned more 
than twenty-one years. Whiston also proposes the 
reading of seven weeks and a half, and sixty-two 
weeks and a half unto Messiah. Keith, in his trea- 
tise upon Prophecy, does not dwell with that Mness 
and confidence upon this prophecy that one would 
wish. 

(2) Page 3. 

Fieri non potest ut hoc vaticinium de Jesu Naza- 
reno exponant, cum ipsimet (Christiani) fateantur 
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eum 42 annis ante excidium suspensum iiiisse et 
craci afExum. Non igitur excisus est post 62 heb- 
domadas, sed post hebdomadas 56. secundum veris- 

simam computationem. De caetero, Nazarenorum 

libros inspicientibus constat, nihil liquido cognitum 
illos habere, nee de principio nee de fine harum heb- 
domadarum. Unus enim hinc, alter inde initium nu- 
merandi arcessere jubet, citra ullum fundamentum 
cui innitantur, testante ipso viro doctissimo Martino 
Zackwiz Nazareno, in libro Dialogorum, p. 170. 
Hanc ob causam dissentiunt inter se circa tempus 
crucifixionis Jesu Nazareni, &c. &c« Rabbi Isaac. 
Munimen Fidei, p. 342. 

(3) Page 4. 

Omnis controversial hujus chronologicae (de aera 
Contractuum) cardo in his tribus versatur, unde sera 
Contractuum sit inchoanda, num ab anno primo mo- 
narchiae Alexandri Magni, vel sexto imperii ejus, 
quo Darium Codomannum devicit, an vero a morte 
Alexandri, cum regnum ejus inter quatuor duces 
exercitus di visum fuit. G. H. Vorstius, Observat. 
in Chronologiam R. Davidis Gantz, p. 253. 

(4) Page 5. 

Anna the prophetess is supposed to have been 
looking for the coming of Christ some fifty or sixty 
years before the birth of our Saviour. Luke ii. 
36—38. 
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(5) Page 8. 

Tertius Ezras ut canonicus censetur, ab Origene 
sub finem Horn. ix. in Josue, Athanasio lib. iii. contra 
Arianos, Angastino lib. xviii. de Civitate Dei, c. iii. 
Cypriano Epist. ad Pompeiannm ; et apud Grsecos 
uon modo est canonicus, sed edam Ezrae primus. 
Genebrard. Cbronographia, p. 181. 

(6) Pages. 

Moreover, when the city of Jerusalem was taken 
by force, Titus Cassar persuaded me frequently to 
take whatsoever I would of the ruins of my country : 
so I made this request to Titus, that my family might 
have their liberty : I had also the holy books by 
Titus*s concession. — Life of Josephus, c. Y5. 

See also Whiston on the Old Testament, p. 193, 
on this passage. 

(7) Page 9. 

The internal objections raised against the first 
book of Esdras may be entirely removed, by placing, 
or rather replacing, part of the fifth chapter (i. e. from 
the forty-eighth verse to the end) where it is found in 
the canonical book ; and from which place I suspect 
it has been erroneously removed, together with the 
preceding part of that chapter (i. e. the list of those 
who went up to Jerusalem with Zerubabel), in 
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placing that preceding part where it ought to stand, 
i. e. where it is found in Esdras. 

That the list of returning captives, in the second 
chapter of Ezra, was not originally placed there by 
himself, but subsequently inserted, I would suggest 
for the following reasons : — 

1st. Nehemiah tells us, that he copied this same 
list from a public register. Nehem. vii. 5. 

2ndly. The first chapter of Ezra speaks of Shesh- 
bazzar the prince of Judah. The second chapter, 
which contains the list of captives, abruptly speaks 
of Zerubabel, who, being prince of Judah, if he came 
to Jerusalem in the reign of Cyrus, must be the same 
as Sheshbazzar. This sudden change of name within 
the space of three verses is unlikely to have oc- 
curred in a continuous history, except as applied to 
different individuals. 

3rdly. This list was not only subsequently in- 
serted in the book of Ezra, but erroneously, as to 
place : because those who returned to Jerusalem in 
the reign of Cyrus were headed by " the chief of the 
fathers of Judah and Benjamin" only, Ezra i. 5, 
whereas there were twelve leaders, according to the 
number of the tribes, who headed the list of captives 
in question; (the book of Ezra gives only eleven 
names, including Zerubabel : but the book of Nehe- 
miah, vii. 7. and first book of Esdras, v. 8. agree in 
naming twelve). I think the list is rightly placed in 
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the book of £sdras» at the time of Zembabers second 
expedition : for it is said of the leaders of that expe- 
dition> that they were ** chosen according to the 
number of the tribes", 1st Esdras y. 1. 

These three objections strike me as applicable to 
the beginning of the chapter. There is one also 
which arises from the concluding words. 

4thly. In the original chronicle or registry, from 
which the same list was copied by Nehemiah, imme- 
diately after the list is related something which took 
place in " the street that was before the water-gate," 
Nehemiah viii. 1. ; or, ** in the open place of the 
first gate which is toward theEast*\ 1st Esdras v. 47. 
Now the water-gate, or first gate toward the East, 
was not within sight of the place where the altar 
stood, yet in the book of Ezra the incident immedi- 
ately following the list of captives is the building of 
the altar where the people were collected together ; 
accordingly we find, that all mention of the name of 
the gate or place where they assembled, is omitted in 
the book of Ezra. The two other authorities how- 
ever, are sufficient to prove that the place was men- 
tioned in the original. 

If this list of captives were struck out of the book 
of Ezra, and the account of the building of the altar 
in Esdras placed where we find it in Ezra, these 
two books will agree, except that additional history 
is given in the apocryphal book. 
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(8) Page 23. 

Seventy weeks are cut out upon thy people. Cut 
upon — a phrase m Hebrew, taken from the practice 
of numbering by cutting notches. — Sir Isaac New- 
ton's Observations upon Daniel, p. 129. 

(9) Page 31. 

A great darkness is recorded by Phlegon as having 
occurred at the sixth hour of the day, and an earth- 
quake, which overthrew many houses in Nice in 
Bithynia, in the nineteenth year of Tiberius Csesar. 
Usher's Chronology, A.M. 4036. The fourteenth 
day of Nisan, the day of the crucifixion, also fell on 
Friday in this year. — Sir Isaac Newton on Daniel, 
p. 162. 

(10) Page 31. 

Though the Jews divided their year into months of 
thirty days, twelve of which make but three hundred 
and sixty days, yet, like the Chaldaeans and Per- 
sians, they added five supplementary days at the end 
of the year. That they must have used the inter- 
calary solar year is sufficiently proved, by their great 
festivals always falling in the same season of the 
year. The Passover was fixed to the fourteenth 
day of the month Nisan, otherwise called Abib, or 
the month of green ears. The feast of Tabernacles 
was fixed to the middle of the seventh month Tisri, 
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about the end of the vintage. — On this point, see 
Prideaux's Connec. part i. p. 104, 105. Faber on 
this Prophecy, ch. i. 

(11) Page 36. 

Ego non dubito eos 49 vacare, hoc est, non ha- 
bere epocham ad quam referantur. Scaliger de 
Emend. Temp. p. 607* 

(12) Page 37. 

This supposition rests upon the following passage 
in Nehemiah, xiii. 28 : '* And one of the sons of 
Joiada, the sonofEliashib, the high-priest, was son- 
in-law to Sanballat the Horonite, therefore I chased 
him from me**. It is contended that Joiada, and not 
Eliashib, is here spoken of as the high-priest: and 
the Alexandrine Chronicle brings the first year of 
Joiada*s high priesthood to the eleventh year of Da- 
rius Nothus. As this act of Nehemiah must there- 
fore have occurred after the eleventh year, it is con- 
jectured that it may have taken place in the fifteenth 
year of that reign. But even admitting the conjec- 
ture, this act is no very striking one to terminate the 
period of seven weeks. And for reasons why we 
should conclude that Eliashib, and not Joiada, is 
here spoken of as high-priest, see MarshalVs Trea- 
tise, p. 164. 

(13) Page 43. 

Josephus tells us, that the history of the Jews was 
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written in the sacred books to the time of " Arta- 
xerxes king of Persia, who reigned after Xerxes", 
that is to say, Artaxerxes Longimanus was the king 
spoken of in the book of Nehemiah. — Josephus* first 
book against Apion. 

(14) Page 47. 

Ezras scriba adscendit e Babel Hierosolymam cum- 
que ipso captivitas anno septimo Artaxerxis, uti 
conscriptum est in libro Ezrae, cap. vi. Atque ex 
narratione Seder Olam, cap. 30. Darius aedificavit 
templum : omnes enim reges Persiae vocabantur Ar- 
taxerxes, uti omnes reges ^gypti vocitabantur Pha- 
raones : prout explicabitur, &c. &c. Itaque Ezras 
non tardavit in terram Israelis adscendere, anno enim 
sexto absoluta est sedificatio, et anno septimo ex 
Babel adscendit Hierosolymam. At vero si asse- 
ratur, Artaxerxem non fuisse Darium, tum mirum 
est cur Ezras non adscenderit toto tempore Darii et 
integris sex annis Artaxerxis. Sed planum est, 
hunc Darium fuisse Artaxerxem, Chron. Sacr. Prof. 
R. David. Gantz, p. 56. 

(15) Page 48. 

Avvarai ^c Kara 'EWo^^a yXwtnray ravra rd ovyo- 
fiara* ^apeio^f ep^eirjc' /B?cpjijc, dprfiog' 'Aprajcpjiyc, 
jjLiyaQ dpifiog* tovtovq fxey ^rj rove PaffiXfjaQ J^f ar 
opdUg Kard yXwffffav Trjv o'^erepi^v "EWf^rec fcaXiocc v. 
Herod. L vi^ c« 98. 
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If the two first titles had been reversed, and we 
had found AapcToc, dpiiiocf iBtip^tiQt tp^eiriCf we might 
have doubted the information here given ; as the 
Greeks were too apt, in their conceit, to interpret 
foreign names by sounds in their own language. But 
as it stands, we need not doubt that Herodotus spoke 
from enquiry. Grotius says, Videtur post Cyrum 
ilium magnum nomen gentilitium fuisse Persarum 
regibus iBiipin^^ et 'Apraiip^riQ, praeter nomen quod 
habebant ante imperium. Omnes reges post Olum 
Memoriosum dictos Artaxerxas ait Diodorus Siculus, 
libro 15. Etiam Darius ab Alexandro devictus lac* 
chiads ad Danielem 7. 5. dicitur Artaxerxes. Grot. 
Aacot. in Esdram. 



(16) Page 57. 

Josephus tells us, that the building of the temple 
ceased for nine years, until the second year of Da- 
rius Ant. 1. xi. c. ii. 

Supposing this Darius to be Xerxes, this cessation 
for nine years would throw light upon a passage in 
St. John ii. 20. " Then said the Jews, forty-six 
years was this temple in building". Now, according 
to Ezra, the building of the second temple began in 
the second month of the second year of the captives 
coming to Jerusalem. Ezra iii. 8. The building 
ceased in the reign of Artaxerxes until the second of 

K 
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Darius, iv. 24* And it was finally completed on the 
third day of the month Adar, in the sixth year of the 
reign of Darius, vi. 16. The building commenced, 
therefore, about April or May, B.C. 535, J.P. 4179, 
and was finished, supposing Darius to be Xerxes, in 
February or March, B.C. 480, which is very nearly 
fifty-fiye years. Deducting nine years for the ces- 
sation leaves forty-six. Some inconclusive calcu- 
lations have been made (see Lightfoot on the Temple) 
to show, that from the commencement of the temple 
by Zerubabel, to the thirty-second year of Arta- 
xerxes Longimanus, leaving out the years of inter- 
ruption, was about forty-six years. The passage is 
explained with more probability by supposing it to 
refer to Herod*s temple, from the commencement of 
which to the time when these words were spoken to 
our Saviour, was forty- six years. But Josephus 
says, that Herod's temple was built in a year and a 
half, the cloisters, &c. in eight years. Ant. 1. xv. 
c. xi. 

(17) Page 60. 

Ezra tells us, that an accusation against the inha- 
bitants of Jerusalem was written to Ahasuerus, but 
we find no mention of a reply, or of any result from 
the letter, supposing him not to be the same as the 
Artaxerxes of the next verse, which leads one to 
suspect that this Ahasuerus was Smerdis, who reigned 

13 
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but seven months. Now, according to Ctesias, 
Smerdis took the name of Tavvo^dpKriQ, AlfiQTi ydp 
ravpov, h e^iwuv, dvaipEiTai Tavvo^dpKtfg, c/^^ta^erai 
Se 6 fidyoc, Kat vofiO^trai Tu.vvo^dpKfjc. > 

Xenophon calls the name Tavao^dprjg, the latter 
part of which is the same as Ahasuerus, Assuerus, 
Acksweres, Axeres ; and we know that the Cy-axeres 
of Herodotus is the Ahasuerus of Daniel. But if we 
might conclude that Ezra's Ahasuerus was Smerdis, 
then would his Artaxerxes be Darius Hystaspis, and 
his Darius Xerxes, which we wish to prove. 



(18) Page 63. 

Usher, after stating that the islands in the Egaean 
$ea, conquered by Darius Hystaspis, had mostly 
been lost by Xerxes after his unsuccessful attack on 
Greece, and before the twelfth year of his reign, and 
also that the tribute laid upon the isles by Ahasuerus, 
spoken of in Esther x. 1. was laid on by that king 
after his twelfth year, observes, Quod magno sane 
argumento fuerit, non alium esse habendum Assu- 
erum quam Darium hunc ; quem ob tributi ordina- 
tionem et huic alia consimilia, ica^n^Xov, id est cau> 
ponem vel institorem, a Persis dictum fuisse notat 
Herodotus : quum sub Cyro et Cambyse nihil dum' 
fuisset circa tributa institutum sed munera tantum 
afferri solerent. Herodot. 1. iii. c. 89, de quo et in 
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epitome libri 15 Strabonis legimus, '* Primus Darius 
Longimanus (Artaxerxis cognomento avo Dario per 
errorem dato) tributa ferre statuit. Ante ilium enim, 
ex lis quae regio unaquseque ferebat, solvebantur, 
veluti frumentum, equi," &c. &c. Et in Polyaeni 
Stratagem. lib. vii. '* Darius primus tributa gen- 
tibus imposuit. Verum ne moleste ferrent, non ipse 
exegit, sed Satrapas constituere jussit. Quibus in- 
gentia tributa describentibus, ipse dimidiam partem 
subditis remisit. Qui libentibus animis dimidium 
pependerunt : quasi magno jam beneficio a rege af- 
fecti." Quam bistoriam attingit etiam Plutarcbusin 
Apophthegmatib. Regum, et Imperatorum. — Usher, 
anno mundi 3509. 

(19.) Page 99, 

Extract from the observations of G, H, VorstiuSj 
on the Chronology of David Gantz, p, 308. 

In observationibus p. 197 et 250, mentionem 
fecimus Jedidaei Alexandrini vel Philonis ' Judaei. 
Ejus succinctam chronologiam bio mantissas loco 
subteximus, prout illam ex Graeco versam in Lati- 
num et ex illo in Hebraeum sermonem transfudit R. 
Azarias, &c, Haec sunt verba Jedidaei Alexandrini 
in libro ipsius vocato de temporibus. 

Ab Adamo usque ad diluvium sunt 1652 anni. 
A diluvio, &c. &c » 
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A captivitate Joiachin usque ad excidium sunt 

1 1 anni. Ab excidio usque ad incarcerationem Joia«* 
chin 20 anni, atque a die captivitatis illius 31 anni. 
Spatio autem sex annorum sequentiura evulgatus est 
Psalraus Ixxxviii. Sub finem septimi anni Evilmero- 
dach eduxit Joiachin e carcere, atque honoravit ilium, 
et populus nomen ejus vocavit Neri, quia Ner vel lu- 
cerna Davidis, quam metuebant ne extingueretur, in 
ipso fulgebat; atque tunc in publicum prodiit Psal- 
mus Ixxxix. ad reddendum Deo laudes, et orandum de 
felicitate populi, et ut attolleret comuunctiipsorum. 
Factum autem est cum exiret Neri hie gratus, ut 
Deus illi largiretur filium Maszebiel cognominatum 
Schealtiel : qui ante finitam captivitatem Babyloni- 
cam anno 17 genuit Berachiam. Hie autem Bera- 
chias anno 17, quo finita est captivitas Babylonica, 
fuit dux populi ; et propter dignitatem banc dictus 
fuit Zerubabel anno 81a captivitate Babylonica et 
70 ab excidio. Itaque erant tunc duo genera prin- 
cipatus super populum : duces e domo Davidis, et Sa- 
cerdotes e tribu Juda. Quilibet principatus fuit 
sejunctus usque ad dies Chasmonaeorum. 

Juxta Chronica autem 70 seniorum nostrorum 
reliquerunt nobis script um quoddam hoc modo. 
Joshua filius Jehotzedek sacerdos magnus cum Bera- 
chia Zerubabele filio Miszeleel filii Neri, qui est 
Joiachin, anno primo Cyri venit Hierosolymam. 
Anno secundo posuit fundamenta templi ex ore Hag- 
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gai et Zachariae prophetarum, sed impedita fuit a&di- 
ficatio propter mortem Darii Jlystaspis : neque 
poterat proficisci ad Dariam, quia is occupatus in 
bello Thomyris. £t cum interfectus erat Cyms, 
post ilium regnavit Assberus Artaxerxes primus. 
Prselium commisit cum Artaxe suppetias ferente 
Thomyri : quia seduxerat Assyrios, Medos, et Persas 
ad rebellandum. Hie Assuerus babitavit in Baby- 
Ionia. Quia autem principes terr» Assyriae scrip- 
serant contra Judaeos aceusationem, hie Joshua anno 
12 Assueri reliquit Joiakim filium suum, dictum 
quoque Eli, in dignitate supimi saeerdotii, et profec- 
tus est ad Assuerum : sed cum distraheretur tunc 
bello, non inclinavit aurem ad verba illius. Factum 
est autem cum victoriam belli reportasset, et audi- 
visset Judaeos amputasse caput Holopherni duel exer- 
citus, ut promulgaret decretum contra templum ne 
extrueretur. Cum obiret, duos reliquit filios, qui de 
imperio contendebant : septimo autem m'ense cum 
voveret Darius Longimanus se abrogaturum edictum 
patris sui (de impeditione) aedificationis, liberatus 
est a Deo et factus est rex. Anno illius primo 
Joshua sacerdos summus reversus est Hierosolymam ; 
et jussu Haggai et Zechariae excussit lacertum suum 
ad extruendum templum. Itaque Joshua functus 
est sacerdotio magno primo anuis 36. Hie quoque 
conscripsit res gestas Judithas, et statuit celebrare 
quotannis memoriam istius liberationis. Postquam 
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aatem reversus est, uti dictam est, rediit ad sacer- 
dotium suum magnum 20 annis, qui finiunt annos 
20 Darii Longimani. Atque erat tunc filius 130 
annis. Tunc quoque filius Joiachim reversus est 
ad sacerdotium suum magnum spatio 48 annorura, 
usque ad 12 annum Assueri Artaxerxis magni. Hie 
autem conscripsit libellum Estherse, et decrevit 
sortes facere juxta literas, quae ad ilium veniebant a 
Mardochseo, qui diu produxit dies, annis 18 plus 
quam Isaac (that is, 198 years). 

With regard to the contents of this chronicle, I 
would observe, first, that the titles Hystaspis and 
Longimanus, added to the two kings called Darius, 
are evidently erroneous, and probably formed no 
part of the original document. Secondly, that there 
appears to be a contradiction in the chronicle itself, 
which states, that Jeshua went up to king Assuerus in 
the twelfth year of his reign ; afterwards adding that it 
was in the thirty-sixth year of his high -priesthood, 
which brings us to the twenty-first instead of the 
twelfth year of Darius Hystaspis. This apparent 
difficulty, however, is the means of confirming the 
account here given of the date of the events of the 
book of Judith, and may be explained thus. Let us 
suppose Assuerus and Artaxerxes to be two dif- 
ferent kings, as they appear to be in the book of 
Ezra, but ruling at the same time ; Assuerus being 
Darius Hystaspis, reigning at Susa, and the Ahasu- 
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eras of the book of Esther, and Artaxerxes, reigning 
in Babylonia according to the chronicle, being the 
king spoken of in the book of Judith under the name 
of Nebuchodonosor, that being his Babylonian title, 
and Artaxerxes his Persian title, signifying merely 
" great warrior." This king of Babylonia I would 
suggest is Zopyrus, the general of Darius Hystaspis, 
whose devoted services during the siege of Babylon, 
were rewarded by the governorship of that city with 
all the revenues of the province. Herodot. iii. 160. 
And though Herodotus does not actually say that he 
was made an independent prince, yet we may almost 
assume as much, from his account of the very great 
honours paid to him by Darius, and it is not at all 
improbable that he might then have taken the com- 
mon title of the kings of Babylon. There is strong 
ground for this supposition in the Persian histories, 
which state, that king Lohorasp (Darius Hystaspis) 
gave the title of Buchtulnasser to one of his generals 
for his successes ; and an expedition is spoken of as 
sent by this chief against Jerusalem, bearing suffi- 
cient resemblance to the history in the book of Judith. 
Now this Buchtulnasser, I suggest, is Zopyrus, and 
it is the twelfth year of his governorship over Ba- 
bylon, which should in that case coincide with the 
thirty-sixth year of Jeshua's high -priesthood, and 
with the twenty-first of Darius Hystaspis. One of 
the great difficulties in the book of Judith* that is» 
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how her history could have occurred during the 
high -priesthood of Joiakim, is also here accounted 
for by the statement that Joiakim was acting in the 
place of his father Jeshua, as early as the thirty-sixth 
year after the captivity. 

Thirdly, the high-priesthood of Jeshua is here 
stated to have lasted in all fifty-six years, with a 
considerable interval between the thirty-sixth and 
thirty-seventh years, and that of Joiakim his son 
forty-eight years, making together upwards of a hun- 
dred years, terminating in the twelfth year of Arta- 
xerxes the great. That the high-priesthood of Joia- 
kim ended in the twelfth year of Artaxerxes Longi- 
manus is also confirmed by the Alexandrine chronicle. 
But the twelfth year of that king falls in the eighty- 
fourth year after the captivity, or from the first of 
Cyrus. If, however, we .add the forty-eight years 
of Joiakim to the thirty- sixth year of Jeshua, when 
he left Jerusalem to go up to Babylon, it gives us 
exactly eighty-four years ; from which it is evident 
that the years of joint priesthood have been given 
both to Jeshua and Joiakim. 

With these observations and corrections I will now 
give a chronological statement of events from the 
first of Cyrus to the completion of the temple in the 
reign of Xerxes, as I should conceive them to have 
occurred ; showing by comparison how the chronicle 
of the seventy seniors tends to illustrate both scrip- 
ture and profane history as to this difficult period. 
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CHRONICLE OF THE 
Compared with Scripture 



Anno, "fii's 




B.C. I « (id 



536 



CYRUS. 



535 



2 



534 



3 



533 



532 



5 



531 



580 



529 



6 



* In the parallel passage in the book of Ezra, 
it is said that the building was frustrated 
Htitil the reign of Darius the Persian. It is 
possible that the passage in the chronicle, 
which as it stands is quite unintelligible, 
may have suffered through the various 
translations it has gone through, and that 
instead of the building being impeded on 
account of the death, it originally stood, 
until the death of Darius Hystaspis, which 
will make the chronicle consistent through- 
out. 



Makes war upon Thomyris, queen of the Mas- 
sagetae, and according to Herodotus, who had 
heard a variety of different accounts of Cyrus's 
death, he was about this time slain in battle. — 
Herodot 1. i. 214. 
CAM3YSES. 



CAMBYSES 



SEVENTY SENIORS, 
and Profane History, 
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High 
Priesto 



Jeshaa 



(> 



8 



Chronicle of the Seventy 
Seniors. 



Scripture and Jewish Writers, 
&c 



CYRUS. 

Jeshua, the son of Jehot- 
zedek the high-priest, with 
Berechias Zerubabel, the 
son of Miszeleel, the son 
of Neri, who was Jehoia- 
kin, in the first year of 
Cyrus came to Jerusalem. 
In the second year he laid 
the foundations of the tem- 
ple, according to the word 
of Haggai and Zechariah 
the prophets. But the 
building was impeded on| 
account * of the death of 
Darius Hystaspis (query 
Darius the Mede), nor 
could he go up to Darius,' 
as he was engaged in war 
with Thomyris. I 



CYRUS. 

Now in the first year of 
CyruSi king of Persia, that 
the word of the Lord by the 
mouth of Jeremiah, might 
be fulfilled, the Lord stirred 
up the spirit of Cyrus king 
of Persia, that he made a 
proclamation throughout all 
his kingdom, and put it also 
in writing, saying, Thus 
saith Cyrus king of Persia, 
the Lord God of Heaven 
hath given me all the king- 
doms of the earth : and he 
hath charged me to build 
him an house at Jerusalem, 
which is in Judah. — Ezra i. 
1,2. 

Now in the second year 
of their coming unto the 
house of God at Jerusalem, ! 
in the second month began i 
Zerubabel the son of She- 
altiel, and Jeshua the son of 
Jozadak, &c. — And all the 
people shouted with a great 
shout, when they praised 
the Lord because the foun- 
dation of the house of the 
Lord was laid. — Ezra iii. 
8—11. 

Then the people of the 
land weakened the hands of 
the people of Judah, and 
troubled them in building, 
and hired counsellors against 
them, to frustrate their pur- 
pose all the days of Cyrus 



k6 



king 
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527 
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* The chronicle appears to pass from 
Cyrus to Assuerus, who we have 
shown to be Darius Hystaspis. The 
book of Ezra also passes from Cyrus 
to Ahasuerus. The Persian histories 




525 


5 




also make Lohorasp, whose actions 
answer to those of Darius Hystaspis, 
the successor of Kai-Chosroo (Cyrus). 
When, therefore, we consider the 
uncertainty existing in the time of 




524 


6 




Herodotus as to the death of Cyrus, 
we may perhaps credit the account of 
Lucian, who asserts that there was 
an inscription in his days on some 
columns marking the boundary of 
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5 


the empire of Media, which implied 
that Cyrus, at the age of one hundred, 
died of grief, on hearing of the cruelties 








■ 










committed by his son Cambyses. So 










that Cambyses never reigned alone. 
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DARIUS HYSTASPIS. 





Was 
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Chronicle of the Seventy 
Seniors. 


Scripture and Jewish Writers, 
ftc. 


Jeshua 


CYRUS. 


CYRUS. 


9 


• 


king of Persia, even until 
the reign of Darius king of 
Persia. — Ezra iv. 4—6. 


10 




The governors are cor- 
rupted by the Samaritans, 
and the building becomes a 
slow and careless work. — 
Josephus. Ant. 1. ii. c. ii. 1. 


11 


^ 




12 


# 




13 


• 




14 






15 


And when Cyrus was dead 
after him reigned • 




16 


ASSUERUS ARTA- 
XERXES 1st. 


AHASUERUS. 

Ezra iv. 6. 



And 
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518 



617 



516 



515 



514 



513 



DARIUS HYSTASPIS. 



Was the first Persian monarch that laid fixed tri- 
butes on the provinces. Before his reign the pro- 
vinces were accustomed to bring gifts or presents, 
according to the produce of each country : three 
hundred and fifty talents laid upon Phoenicia, Cy- 
prus, and Palestine.-— Herodot. 1. iii. c. 91. 



The Babylonians revolt. 



6 



8 



9 



After an unsuccessful siege of twenty months, 
Babylon is taken by the stratagem of Zopyrus about 
the end of the second year, from the beginning of the 
siege. Darius, in gratitude to Zopyrus, who had 
mutilated his person to serve the king, makes him 
ruler over Babylon, with all its revenues, and at this 
time he probably took the Babylonish title of 



BUCHTULNASSER, 

for Ddrius seems to have made him an inde- 
pendent prince, and to have heaped all man- 
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Jeshua 



17 



18 



19 



20 



21 



22 



23 



24 



Chronicle of the Seventy 
Seniors. 



ASSUERUS. 
ARTAXERXES 1st. 



He fought against Ar- 
phaxad, who had furnished 
supplies to Thomyris (and) 
because he had seduced the 
Assyrians, Medes, and Per- 
sians into rebellion. 



(See twenty-sixth year of 
Darius Hystaspis, and se 
venteenth of Nebuchodono 
sor). 



This Assuerus dwelt in 
Babylonia. 



Scripture and Jewiih Writeri, 
ice. 



AHASUERUS. 



And the king Ahasuerus 
laid a tribute upon the land 
and upon the isles of the 
sea. — Esther x. 1. 



According to Whiston, 
the Apostolical Constitu- 
tions place the events of 
the book of Judith under 
the reign of DarfK^. — Whis- 
ton on the Old Testament, 
p. 259. 



NEBUCHODONOSOR, 
or ARTAXERXES. 
Ezra iv. 7* 



The 
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12 
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509 


13 
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508 


14 


5 


507 


15 


6 


506 


16 


7 


505 


17 


8 



Profane History 



DARIUS HYSTASPIS reigning in Persia. 
BUCHTULNASSER in Babylonia. 

ner of gifts and honours upon him. He- 
rodot. 1. iii. 160. 



According to Persian history, in the 
reign of Lohorasp, who I conceive to be 
Darius Hystaspis, one of his generals was 
given the title of Buchtulnasser for his 
successes. This being the common title 
of the kings of Babylon, and Zopyrus the 
successful general of Darius having been 
made ruler of Babylon, we may fairly sur- 
mise that Zopyrus was the general to 
whom that title was given. He was com- 
manded to extend the empire to the West, 
" and we are told by a Mabomedan author 
that an army was despatched by this chief 
against Jerusalem, which was then ruled 
by a descendant of David ; who sub- 
mitted on his advance, and gave up one 
of the principal men among the children 
of Israel, as an hostage for the faithful 
performance of the engagement he had 
entered into, to pay tribute to his con- 
queror. The Persian army had, however, 
only marched a short distance on its re- 
turn, when the general who commanded 
it learnt that the Jews had risen, and put 
their ruler to death, as the author of a 
compact which they deemed disgraceful.'* 
— Sir John Malcolm's History of Persia, 
p. 55. 

With some little allowance for the dif- 
ferent accounts given by opposite parties 
of the same transaction, we may apply 
this story to the putting to death of Ho- 
lophernes, and the expedition against Ju- 
daea in the days of Judith. 
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ASSUERUS. 
ARTAXERXES 1st. 



26 



27 



28 



29 



30 



31 I 



32 
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Scripture and Jewish Writert, 
8cc. 



AHASUERUS at Susa. 
NEBUCHODONOSOR, or 
ARTAXERXES, Babylonia. 

The book of Judith, 
which was written in Chal- 
dee, and probably came 
from Babylon, calls the 
king who reigned there at 
this time by his Babylonish 
title, Nebuchodonosor. We 
are compelled to place the 
book of Judith about the 
reign of Darius Hystaspis, 
because the events took 
]pi\ace during the high-priest- 
hood qfJoiakim. It is also 
said, that the Jews at this 
time were lately returned 
from captivity, and the ves- 
sels, the altar, and the 
house, were sanctified after 
the profanation. Judith iv. 
2, 3. There was none also 
that made the children of 
Israel any more afraid in the 
days of Judith, nor a long 
time after her death. Jud. 
xvi. 25. and she lived to 105 
years of age. 23. 



In 



210 



CHRONICLE OF THE 

Compared with Scripture 



Anno 
B.C. 



Length 
of Reign 



504 



18 
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20 



501 



21 



500 



22 



490 



23 



498 



24 



9 



10 
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DARIUS HYSTASPIS reigning in Persia. 
BUCHTULNASSER in Babylonia. 



12 



13 



14 



15 



497 



25 



16 



High 
Priests. 

Joiakim 
son of 
Jeihua. 



A few 
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Jediaa 



33 



34 



35 



36 



37 



38 



39 



40 



Chronicle of the Seventy 
Seniors. 



ASSUERUS. 
ARTAXERXES Ist 

But in consequence of 
the rulers of the land of 
Assyria having written an 
accusation against the J ews, 
Jeshua, in the twelfth year 
of Assuerus, left Joiakim 
his son, called also Eli, in 
the dignity of the high- 
priesthood, and went up to 
Assuerus. But as he was 
then distracted by war, the 
king gave no attention to 
him. 



Scripture and Jewish Writers, 
See. 



AHASUERU&atSusa. 

NEBUCHODONOSOR,or 

ARTAX£RXES,Babylonia 

In the days of Arta- 
xerxes wrote Bislam, Mi- 
thredath, &c. unto Arta- 
xerxes king of Persia. Be 
it known unto the king, 
that the Jews which came 
up from thee to us are 
come untoJerusalem,build- 
ing the rebellious and bad 
city, &c. &c. — Ezra iv. 
7—12. 



Nebuchodonosor 
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496 



495 



494 



26 



17 



27 18 



High 



DARIUS HYSTASPIS, reigning in Persia. 
BUCHTULNASSERreigninginBabylonia. 
A few years before his expedition against 
Greece, Darius sends his ambassadors to de- 
mand earth and water. — Herodot I. vi. c. 48. 



28 



491 I 31 



490 



489 



32 



33 



1 9 Expedition against Greece. 



493 29 20 



492 .30 21 



22 Darius Hystaspis married Atossa, and 
Artystone, both said to be daughters of Cy- 
rus. Usher considers Artystone to have 
been the Esther of Scripture, as she is de- 
scribed as a virgin. On the other hand, it 

23 was the son of Atossa that came to the throne, 
.and the Jews say that the son of Esther 
{came to the throne : and the name Atossa 
is not very different from Hadassah, which 
was the Hebrew name of Esther. As she is 

24 said to have concealed her real descent, the 
Persians may have made her out to be of 
royal blood, in flattery to the young king. 

The two sons of Darius Xerxes and Arta- 
bazanes contend for the throne towards the 



Joia- r 

kim. 
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12 
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end 
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ASSUERUS. 
ARTAXERXES Ist. 



48 



Scripture and Jewish 
Writers, &c. 



When however he had 
subdued his enemies in 
battle, and also heard 
that the Jews had cut 
off the head of Holo- 
phernes, the general of 
his army, he issued a 
decree against the tem- 
ple, that it should not 
be built. 






AHASUEllUS atbusa. 
NEBUCHODONOSOR, 

or ARTAXERXES, 

Babylonia. 

Nebuchodonosor con- 
quers Arphaxad, in his 
17th year. — Judith i. 1. 

Holophemes sent into 
the West to demand 
earth and water of the 
subject provinces. — Ju- 
dith ii. 7* 

Judith cuts off the 
head of Holophernes. 






When he died he left 
two sons, who contended 
for the throne ; and 
in the seventh month, 
when Darius Longi- 



Artaxerxes commands 
that the Jews be pre- 
vented from continuing 
the temple of Jerusa- 
lem. — Ezra iv. 21. 



According to Josephus 
the building ceased for 
nine years. — -Josephus* 
Ant 1. xi. c. ii. 2. 



Esther 
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DARIUS HYSTASPISin Persia. 
BUCHTULNASSER in Babylonia. 

25 end of his reign, and the dispute is de- 
cided in favour of Xerxes. — Herodot 
1. yii. c. ii 



26 



27 



485 



28 



XERXES. 



Joia- 
kim. 
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15 



16 



17 
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482 



31 
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32 
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Piieito 



Jeshna 



49 



50 



51 



52 



53 



54 



Chronicle of the Seventy 
Seniors. 



ASSUERUS. 
ARTAXERXES 1st 

manus vowed that he 
would reverse the edict 
of his father against the 
building of the temple, 
he was set free by God, 
and became king. 



11 a4 



DARIUS LONGI 

MANUS. 

In the first year of his 
reign, Jeshuathe high- 
priest returned to Je- 
rusalem, and at the in- 
stigation of Haggai and 
Zechariah put forth his 
hand to build the tem- 
ple. 



55 



56 



Therefore Jeshua, in 
the first instance, filled 
the office of high priest 
for thirty-six years. . . 
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or ARTAXERXES, 

Babylonia. 



Esther, or Hadassah, 
according to tradition, 
was mother of Darius, 
who built the temple. — 
David Gantz. Chron. 
p. 54. 



8 



DARIUS. 

Being reminded of his 
vow, issues a decree, in 
the first year of his 
reign, to build the city 
and temple of Jerusa- 
lem. Zerubabel, in the 
beginning of the second year, re- 
turns to Jerusalem with Jeshua. 
—1st Esdras v. 



9 






In the sixth month of the se- 
cond year, being nine years from 
the cessation, the building of the 
temple is recommenced. — Hag- 
gai i. 14, 15. 
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XERXES reigning in Persia. 
BUCHTULN ASS RR reigning in Baby- 
lonia. 
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Joim. 
kim. 
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Jeshna 



56 



57 



58 



DARIUS LONGIMANUS 



.... After the captivity Ze- 
rubabel wad the first ruler, 
and governed fifty- eight 
years. 



Scripture and Jewish Writers, 
&c. 



DARIUS at Susa. 
N£BUCHODONOSOR,or 
ARTAXERXES, Babylonia. 
In the twelfth month of 
the sixth year, the temple 
is finished, — Ezra vi. 15. 
according to the command- 
ment of C3nru8, Darius, and 
Artaxerxes king of Persia. 14. 



Zerubabel returns to Ba- 
bylon, where he is said to 
have died. — David Gantz. 
Chron. p. 56. 
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(20) Page 102. 

There are two passages in the prophet Zechariah, 
which by some have been considered as unanswer- 
able proofs that Darius Hystaspis was the reigning 
prince of Persia at the time the temple of Jerusalem 
was rebuilt : but which appear to me to afford nothing 
more than unfortunate coincidences, even admit- 
ting the coincidences said to result from them, 
tending rather to mislead than to guide in this 
intricate question. The passages are these. Ch. i. 
12. The angel says, ''How long wilt thou not 
have mercy on Jerusalem and the cities of Judah, 
against which thou hast had indignation these three 
score and ten years?" These words were spoken in 
the second year of Darius^ and counting back seventy 
years from the second of Darius Hystaspis, brings us 
to the second year before the destruction oi Jeru- 
salem, or when Nebuchadnessar first showed him- 
self before the walls of the city. But frpm the 
destruction of Jerusalem, when the indignation 
would more properly be said to have commenced, 
there are but sixty-eight years. I should con-^ 
ceive the words to have been uttered merely as 
reminding Gt>d, that the seventy years predicted by 
Jeremiah had been accomplished, and yet ihsX the 
indignation upon Jerusalem, and the cities of Judah, 
had not yet been suspended ; the city still remain- 
ing without wall or temple. I cannot otherwise 
understand the expression, "How long wilt thou 
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not ham mercy?** or, How long wilt thou con- 
tinue thine anger heyond the ' appointed time ? 
Nevertheless, had this passage stood alone, the 
fact of the completion of seventy years, at this 
date, would a£ford some argument in favour of Da- 
rius Hystaspis : but when we find another period 
of seventy years spoken of by the same prophet, 
counted from a different point, the one passage tends 
to weaken the other, and rather to show that they 
both refer to the well-known period of the seventy 
years* captivity. Had the two periods, which end 
respectively in the second and fourth of Darius, been 
sixty-eight and seventy, the argument would have 
indeed been unanswerable ; but as they stand they do 
but invalidate each other. The second passage is in 
ch. vii. 1 — 5. Enquiry having been made of the pro- 
phet by messengers from Babylon, in the fourth year 
of Darius, saying, ** Should I weep in the fifth month, 
separating myself as I have done these so many.yeanV* 
this answer is given, " When ye fasted and mourned 
in the ffth and seventh month, even these seventy 
yearSj did ye at all ^t unto me V* Now, from the 
destruction of Jerusalem, to the fourth of Darius 
Hystaspis, is certainly seventy years : and the fast 
of the Jifth month, which was instituted in memory 
of the burning of the temple, 2nd Kings xxv. 8. 
may possibly have been kept seventy times, though 
certainly not at Babylon ; for Eseklel, who was near 

l2 
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Babylon, did not hear of the capture of Jerusalem 
till exactly one year and six months after the event. 
Ezek. xxxiii. 21. But the fast of the seventh month 
was instituted for the murder of Gedaliah, which took 
place at least one year, and probably two, after the 
destruction of the city. — Jeremiah xxxix. and xl. This 
fast, therefore, could not have been kept at Babylon 
above sixty-six or sixty-seven times. So that if the 
prophet is supposed to be stating accurately the num- 
ber of years during which the persons enquiring had 
fasted and mourned, there is no accuracy whatever 
in the case. But the construction of the passage ap- 
pears to me to be merely this. When ye fsisted and 
mourned in the fifth and seventh month (nay, when 
ye fasted), even those seventy years (during which 
ye were in captivity), did ye at all fast unto me ? I 
think there is no difficulty in referring these two 
passages to the seventy years predicted by Jeremiah, 
which we know teiminated in the first year of 
Cyrus. 

(21) Page 106. 
It has been objected against the first book of 
Esdras, that the account of the king entering into 
conversation with his guards, and the promise of such 
extravagant rewards, as to be *' clothed in purple," to 
'* drink in gold," and to " sleep upon gold," &c. and to 
be "called the king's cousin,'' to him who should 
produce the best discourse upon the subjects of Wine, 
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the King, and Women, is very improbable in itself. 
With tbis observation, however, I cannot at all 
agree. For, with regard to the king entering into 
familiar conversation with his guards, nothing was 
more common amongst Eastern monarchs than to keep 
their captive princes about their persons. Croesus 
was the constant adviser of Cyrus and Cambyses, and 
Zerttbabel, who was one of the guards in question, 
was descended from king Jehoiakim, and direct heir 
to the throne of David. The other two guards were 
probably persons of equal rank, so that it would be 
most natural for the king to be in constant communi- 
cation with such persons. With regard to the ex- 
travagant rewards, they certainly are not more ab- 
surd than the honours paid to Mordecai upon a much 
graver occasion ; but I have little doubt that the 
honours here spoken of were intended to last merely 
during the days of the feast, which we know, from 
the books of Judith and Esther, often lasted a con- 
siderable length of time. The subjects chosen by the 
king, or his guards, are evidently such as are suited 
to such an occasion, and the discourses themselves, 
which are extremely ingenious, well calculated to add 
to the next day's amusements. That the revelries 
were still going on when Zerubabel turned the occa- 
sion to the advantage of the Jews, is evident, from 
the presence of the multitude, who cried out, " great 
is truth," &c. Considering this story in Esdras as 

L 3 
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merely relating to erents occurring during an Eaatem 
feast, I can see not only nothing improbable in the 
account, but, on the contrary, every thing that is 
most natural, and congenial with eastern manners. 

(22) Page 108. 

It has been said, that, if the Jews were really 
acting upon this decree in the second year of Darius, 
when questioned by the rulers upon what authority 
they were proceeding with the building of the temple, 
they would have referred to the letters of that king, 
rather than have alluded to the decree of Cyrus, as 
they are said to have done : and that their not having 
done so is proof of the decree not having been then in 
existence. Now, in reply to this, I would observe, 
that if this decree was not what the Jews were then 
acting upon, it is very extraordinary that these very 
rulers, who had received a direct command from the 
king's predecessor, a short time before, to prevent 
the building of the temple, did not at this time at- 
tempt to interfere with their proceedings. Some new 
circumstance, therefore, not mentioned, must have 
influenced them at this moment : and what more 
probable than a decree such as is recorded in the 
book of Esdras ? But what evidence have we that the 
Jews did not speak to the rulers of the new license 
they had received from Darius to continue the 
work ? We have merely the evidence of the letter of 
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the rulers themselves, who would hardly have dared 
to acknowledge the decree and yet remonstrate with 
the king against it. They appear to me, therefore, 
merely to have taken the prudent course of assuming 
that Darius was confirming a decree of Cyrus, and of 
disputing the existence of any such original decree. 



(23) Page 110. 

Sir Isaac Newton observes, '* As the Chaldsean 
astronomers counted the reigns of their kings by the 
years of Nabonassar, beginning with the month 
Thoth, so the Jews, a9 their authors tell us, counted 
the reigns of theirs by the years of Moses, beginning 
every year with the month Nisan : for if any king 
began his reign a few days before this month began, 
it was reckoned to him for a whole year." — Chrono- 
logy, p. 296. The feast given by Darius I suppose 
to have taken place at Susa, about three months 
before the month Nisan, that is, on his accession to 
the throne : and in the month Nisan, which began his 
second year, the captives began to leave Babylon. 
It is merely necessary to place the stop after the word 
Persia, in the sixth verse of the fifth chapter of 1st 
Esdras, to make the date refer to the time of leaving 
Babylon, instead of the time at which Zerubabel 
spoke before the king, by which Josephus, Philo, 
and Esdras, will be made to agree. 

l4 
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(24) Page 111. 

The apocrypha] reading of this passage is even 
stronger. ** And they finished these things hy the 
commandment of the Lord God of Israel, and with 
the consent of Cyrus, Darius, and Artaxerxes, kings 
of Persia." — 1st Esdras vii. 4. And that this is 
the most correct translation of the original is con- 
firmed hy Josephus. 

Kara ra irpooray/iara rov Oeov, koi furd 
f^ovXtjaetoQ Kvpov^ &c. &c.— Josephus. 

Aid irpotrTayfjLaTOC rov Kvplov deov 'lapa^X, jcac 
/lera r^c yyufirig Kvpov, &c. &c. — Esdras. 

(25) Page 116. 

Septendecim Jubilseos numeraverunt Israelites a 
tempore quo ingressi fuerunt terram usque dum ex-, 
iverunt. Annus autem quo egressi sunt, cum exdaum 
fuit templum (primum) erat in exitu seu fine septiraj 
anni, et annus 36 Jubilseus : quia 410 annis per- 
mansit templum primum. Postquam autem devas- 
tatum fuit templum, periit quoque hie computus ; 
quia abolitus fuerat : hinc terra relicta fuit deserta 70 
annis, et exstructum fuit templum secundum, quod 
perstitit 420 annis. Anno vero septimo ab sedifica- 
tione ejus adscendit Ezras, ac secundo reduxit vel 
restituit (illam aeram) atque ab illo anno exorsi sunt 
supputare altam ceramy et constituerunt annum 13 
aerae templi secundi Sabbaticum. Maimon. cap. x^ 
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de Schemitha et Jubilaeo. Vide G. H. Vorst. in ob- 
servat. in R. David. Gantz. Chron. p. 210« 

(26) Page 117. 

Initium Xerxis cum - patre incipientis imperare su- 
mendum ab anno, qui est quintus a clade Maratbonia, 
periodi autem Julianas 4227. Nam Darius pater in 
expeditione. ^gyptiaca ilium regem declaraverat, 
cnjus instituti mentio extat apud Herodotum initio 
libri septimi. Coepit autem imperare solus anno pe- 
riodi Julianas 4228. — Scaliger de Emend. Temp. 
p. 406. Usber places tbe deatb of Darius about tbe 
end of J. P. 4229 — Sir Isaac Newton, in the spring 
of the same year. I have placed the accession about 
three months earlier, according to Scaliger. But if 
Xerxes should really have come to the throne in 4229, 
we may still compute from the time of his association 
with his father, or shorten the four hundred and 
ninety years by two or three months. Petavius says, 
Xerxes a patre Dario designatus rex anno exacto 
tertio post cladem Marathoniam, quod anno circiter 
Olympiadis 73 secundo contigit, Darii ineunte 35, 
J. P. 4227. lUo mortuo solus imperare coepit, anno 
periodi Julianae 4229. Ration. Temp, torn ii. 852. 

(27) Page 118. 

Josephus calls this king Xerxes, instead of Arta- 
xerxes, and supposes him to have reigned twenty- 
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eight years. In this he is dearly mistaken : for by 
the consent of all historians Xerxes reigned no more 
than twenty-one years. Nehemiah, who was the 
king's cupbearer, calls him Artaxerxes, and tells us 
that he reigned upwards of thirty-two years. We 
may safely, I think, follow Nehemiah as to this 
point : and to avoid perplexity I have made the 
alteration of name in quoting the passage. 

(28) Page 118. 

Septem mensibus a caede patris, Artaxerxes 
6 ftaffpoxe&Pf occiso Artabano, inivit imperium. Cu- 
jus initium ab anno periodi Julianas 4250. (B.C. 464.) 
— Scaliger de Emend. Temp. p. 408. Sir Isaac 
Newton, by three different calculations, places the 
beginning of the reign of Artaxerxes Longimanus be- 
tween midsummer and autumn of the Julian Period 
4250, B. C. 464. — Observations on Daniel, p. 141. 

(29) Page 121. 

Dr. Samuel Clarke, I believe, was the first to 
point out this important date of the 28th of Arta- 
xerxes Longimanus as being exactly sixty- two weeks 
of years before the birth of our Saviour, and it is 
adopted by Sir Isaac Newton and by Keith, as the 
point from which to compute those weeks. Josephus 
is, I believe, the only authority we have for the date. 
As some additional confirmation of the exactness of 
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Josepfaus, (if admissible as such) I would observe, 
that a very probable solution of another very per- 
plexing period in the book of Daniel, viz. the two 
thousand three hundred days mentioned in chap, 
vlii. 14. is afforded by means of this date of the 
28th of Artaxerxes Longimanus. According to the 
common reading in our bibles, the passage runs thus : 
'* How long shall be the vision concerning the daily 
sacrifice, and the transgression of desolation, to give 
both the sanctuary and the host to be trodden under 
foot ? And he said unto me, Until two thousand 
three hundred days, then shall the sanctuary be 
cleansed." Adding two thousand three hundred 
years to the Julian Period four thousand two hundred 
and seventy-seven (28th Artax. Longim.) brings us 
to the Julian Period six thousand five hundred and 
seventy-seven, which coincides with the year A.D. 
1864. Now Mr. Faber has given many strong rea- 
sons for expecting that the year 1864 will prove to be 
the termination of the period so often mentioned in 
Daniel and the Apocalypse, viz. the twelve hundred 
and sixty years : and he especially points out that 
year as the time when the sanctuary, or as he in- 
terprets it, the Christian Church, (why not the literal 
sanctuary at Jerusalem itself?) shall be cleansed from 
apostacy, both Mahomedan and Roman Catholic. 
According, then, to Mr. Faber, the sanctuary is to 
be cleansed in the year 1 864 ; and from the com- 
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pletion of the wall of Jerusalem, by which the sanc- 
tuary was rescued and secured from surrounding 
enemies, to the year 1864 is exactly two thousand 
three hundred years, until the end of which period, 
Daniel says, that the sanctuary and the host are to 
be trodden under foot. 

This coincidence gives, perhaps, some additional 
importance to Josephus*s date of the twenty-eighth 

of Artax. Longim J.P. 4277 

The sanctuary and the host 
to be trodden under foot, 
until 2300 days. 



J.P. 6577— A.D. 1864. 

Note (30) Page 129. 

Sed dimidia septimana cujus mentio fit comraate 
ultimo, et nostros et omnium oculos e£^gerat. Pu- 
tant enim, ut et nos aliquando putavimus, esse partem 
unius ex septuaginta. Atqui ex usu Hebraismi nos 
tandem percepimus esse extra illas septuaginta ; ne- 
que esse dimidium unius ex septuaginta, sed tantum 
illos tres annos cum dimidio supra 490 intelligendos 
esse. Summa igitur horum annorum 493 cum dimidio, 
Scaliger Prolegom. ad Emend. Temp. p. 44. 

Note (31) Page 138. 

It wai^ an ancient practice in making a <;ovenant 
to sacrifice, and cutting the victims asunder, to pass 
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through the midst of them. Jerem. xxxiv. 18, 19. 
The covenant to give the land of Canaan to Abraham 
and his descendants was thus solemnly ratified. For 
Abraham having sacrificed, and divided the victims, 
** and laid each piece one against another/' " it came to 
pass when the sun went down, and it was dark, be- 
hold a smoking furnace and a burning lamp (tokens 
of the Spirit of God) passed between those pieces." 
See Witsius on the Covenant, book i. ch. i. p. 40., as 
to this ancient practice. 

PRIDE At) X 
Interprets the prophecy entirely in a figurative sense, 
and dates from the 7th of Artaxerxes Longimanus. 



70 
Weeks 



49 



434 



1305 



434 



B.C. 



458 



409 



The figurative rebuilding of the 
holy city, t. e. the re-establishment 
of the Jewish ecclesiastical polity, 
said to have taken place in the re- 
formation of the Jewish Church by 
Ezra in the 7th year of Artaxerxes 
Longimanus. 

Forty -nine years, or seven weeks, 
supposed to have been spent in re- 
forming the church, the last act of 
reformation being placed in the 15th 
year of Darius Nothus. Nehem.xiii. 
28. 

Four hundred and thirty-four years, 
or sixty-two weeks, " unto the Mes- 
siah," computed to the 15th of Ti- 
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70 
Weeks 



J. P. 



4739 



490 



B.C. 



A.D. 



26 



4746 



berius, dated from his association 
with Augustus, being the twelfth 
year of his reigning alone. In this 
year John the Baptist is said to have 
begun to preach. 



Years, or one week, during which 
the covenant was confirmed with 
many, supposed to begin with the 
ministry of John, who preached three 
years and a half ; and the remaining 
half week to begin with the preach- 
ing of Christ, which lasted three 
years and a half. During the latter 
half of the week Christ is said to have been causing 
the efficacy of the legal sacrifice and oblation to cease, 
and the passage is rendered " in half a week" instead 
of the common translation **in the midst of the week." 



33 



The objections to this interpretation are — 
1st. The figurative holy city, or ecclesiastical in- 
stitutions of the Jews, were in course of re-estahlish- 
ment by Zeruhahel and Jeshua, long hefore the time 
of Ezra, or more than seventy years hefore the 7th 
of Artaxerxes Longimanus. The daily sacrifice was 
renewed in the time of Cyrus. Ezra iii. 3. The 
feast of Tabernacles was kept at the same time, 
(Ezra iii. 4.) and the Passover was kept when the 
temple was finished, (Ezra vi. 19.) and probahly 
much earlier, for it is said (Ezra iii. 5.) "And after- 
ward they offered the continual burnt-offerings, both 
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of the new moons, and of all the set feasts of the 
Lord that were consecrated." 

2nd. This figurative interpretation fails when it 
comes to the passage, " the prince that shall come 
shall destroy the city and the sanctuary," where the 
word city is admitted to refer to the destruction of 
the literal city of Titus. For if it he still figurative, 
then must the figurative city have lasted heyond the 
death of our Saviour. 

3rd. The termination of the seven weeks, or 
forty-nine years, is merely founded on conjecture. 
And even supposing Nehemiah to have lived to the fif- 
teenth year of Darius Nothus, and that he chased away 
the son of Joiada in that year for marrying the daugh- 
ter of Sanhallat the Horonite, yet it was nowhere 
said that this was the last act of reformation, or that 
the process was continued till that time. 

4th. " Unto the Messiah," is interpreted neither 
to the birth, death, nor ministry of Christ ; but to the 
ministry of John the Baptist, in the twelfth year of 
Tiberius. 

5th. The prophecy says, ** after seven weeks and 
three score and two weeks shall Messiah be cut off," 
that is, after sixty-nine weeks. Whereas Christ is 
here made to have suffered precisely at the end of 
the seventieth week. 

6th. It is frittering away the precision of the pro- 
phecy, to say, that Christ was half-a-week, or three 
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years and a-hal^ in causing the sacrifice and oblation 
to cease. And if the confirming of the covenant with 
many, by Christ, for one week, began with the 
preaching of John, why, upon the same principle, 
does not the causing of the sacrifice to cease, by 
Christ, begin with John also ? 



DR. BLAYNEY'S ARRANGEMENT. 

By selecting readings from three different manu- 
scripts, each disagreeing with the other, Dr. Blay- 
ney makes up a period of seventy- seven weeks, and 
sixty -two years, and one week, together six hun- 
dred and eight years ; and dates the commencement of 
the period from the decree in the first year of Cyrus. 



539 



62 



608 



j.p. 



4178 



539 



4717 
62 



4779 

7 



4786 



B.C. 



536 



A.D. 



4 

62 



66 

7 



73 



Cyrus, in the first year of his reign, 
issues a decree for the re- building of 
the temple of Jerusalem. 

Five hundred and thirty-nine 
years, or seventy-seven weeks, " to 
Messiah," said to terminate in the 
birth of Christ, which barely falls 
within the seventy-seventh week. 

Years, computed to the figurative 
coming of Christ, that is, to destroy 
Jerusalem, terminate in the year in 
which the Jews revolted from the 
Romans, which led to the destruc- 
tion of the city. 

Years, or one week, supposed to 
be the seven years during which the 
war lasted, in the midst of which 
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the sacrifice and oblation literally ceased to be of- 
fered in the temple. The covenant to be confirmed 
with many during this week, is considered to be the 
covenant which our Saviour made with his disciples, 
that not a hair of their heads should be injured 
during the calamities with which he threatened 
Jerusalem. 

SCALIGER'S ARRANGEMENT. 

Scaliger dates from the second year of Darius No- 
thus, and supposes the prophecy to relate to a period 
of four hundred and ninety-three years and a half, 
vie. — 

Seven weeks 49 

Sixty-two weeks 434 

One week 7 

Half-a-week 3j 



493^ 



2 



From the second year of Da- 
rius Nothus, which in disagree- 
ment with the canon of Ptolemy 

he places in J. P 4290 — B.C. 424 

To the taking of Jerusalem by 
Titus, is 493 J years 498 J 



J.P. 4783| — A.D. 70 
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From the same date to the twelfth year of the 
reign of Nero, when the Jews revolted from the 
Romans, is four hundred and ninety years. 

The seven' weeks or forty nine years are not sup- 
posed to mark any precise period, and are not there- 
fore accounted for in this arrangement. 

The sixty-two weeks, or four hundred and thirty- 
four years, are dated from another decree, and are 
supposed to commence from the fifth year of Axta- 
xerxes Mnemon, (in which year the decree hy virtue 
of which Ezra went up to Jerusalem is supposed 
to have been issued, Ezra having taken till the 
seventh year to prepare for his journey,) and bring us 
to the death of Christ. 

5th of Artaxerxes Mnemon, J.P. 4313 — B.C. 401 

Four hundred and thirty-three 
whole years, and part of the four 433^ 

hundred and thirty-fourth, bring 

us to the death of Christ J.P. 4746 J— A.D. 33 

The one week, he says, may be computed either 
from three years and a half before the death of Christ, 
to three years and a half after, or as the seven years 
following the death of Christ. But how the express 
characters of this week are to be explained, he leaves 
to the learned. 

The half week beyond the seventy weeks is com- 
puted from the invasion of Judaea by Vespasian, to 
the taking of Jerusalem by Titus. 
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BISHOP LLOYD AND MR. MARSHALL 

Compute the seventy weeks, or four hundred and 
ninety years, as lunar years of three hundred and 
sixty days each, equal to four hundred and eighty- 
three Julian years and one hundred and five days, 
and date from the twentieth year of the reign of 
Artaxerxes Longimanus. 



70 

Week 



49 



B.C. 



445 



434 



490 



396 



A. D. 



32 

63 



67 



70 



In the twentieth year of the reign of 
Artaxerxes Longimanus, Nehemiah, by 
permission of the king, came to Jerusalem 
to build the wall of the city. 

Forty-nine years, or seven weeks, sup- 
posed to terminate in the tenth year of 
Artaxerxes Mnemou, it being assumed 
that Nehemiah completed the building of 
Jerusalem about that time. — Marshall's 
Treatise, p. 218. 

Four hundred and thirty-four years, or 
sixty- two weeks, " unto the Messiah," said 
to end in the year preceding the death of 
Christ. The coming of Messiah being in- 
terpreted the coming to his sufferings. 

Seven years, or one week, supposed to 
begin in the latter part of the ninth year of 
the reign of Nero, when the Romans made 
a peace or covenant with the Farthians, 
Medes, and Armenians. The three years 
and a half, or half a week, as the passage 
is translated, during which the sacrifice 
and oblation were to cease, supposed to 
begin with the coming of Vespasian into 
Judaea, A. D. 67, and to end with the de- 
struction of Jerusalem, Sept. A. D. 70. 
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To this arrangement I object — 

Ist. On account of the computation by lunar years. 

2nd. That there is no authority whatever for sup- 
posing, with Mr. Marshall, that the building of Je- 
rusalem was completed in the tenth year of Arta- 
xences Mnemon : nor, with Bishop Lloyd, that pro- 
phecy ceased in that year, with the death of Malachi. 

3rd. " Unto the Messiah," is interpreted, neither 
to the birth, death, nor ministry of Christ, but to 
one year before the death. 

4th. The interpretation of the covenant to be con- 
firmed for one week, is very insufficient. 

5th. No reason is assigned for the separation of 
the seventieth week from the previous sixty-nine. 

The antient and modern writers, who have adopted 
the date of the twentieth of Artaxerxes as the com- 
mencement of the seventy weeks, are thus given by 
Marshall : — Africanus, Eusebius, Jerom, Theodoret, 
Bede, Zonaras, Rupertus, Job. Temporarius, Com. 
a Lapide, Job. Vossius, Petavius, Lydiat, Usher. 

AFRICANUS, 

Who lived in the beginning of the third century, com- 
putes in lunar years of three hundred and fifty -four 
days, making four hundred and ninety lunar years 
equal to four hundred and seventy-five Julian years. 
" Unto the Messiah," he interprets unto the death of 
Messiah. 

He counts four hundred and seventy-five years 
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from the twentieth year of Artaxerxes Longimanus, 
to the fifteenth year of Tiberius Caesar, in which year 
he supposes Christ to have suffered. But between 
the twentieth of Artaxerxes Longimanus and the 
fifteenth of Tiberius, according to the most approved 
chronology, there are but four hundred and seventy* 
three years ; and between the same date and the 
nineteenth of Tiberius, when Christ really suffered, 
there are four hundred and seventy-seven years. — See 
Faber on the Seventy Weeks, p. 110. 

PETAVIUS 
Computes in Julian years, from the twentieth of At« 
taxerxes Longimanus, placing the beginning of that 
king's reign in association, as he supposes, with his 
father Xerxes, ten years earlier than according to the 
Canon of Ptolemy. 



J. p. 


B.C. 

455 


4259 


483 


A.D. 


4742 


29 


3 


3 


4745 


32 



Supposed twentieth year of Artaxerxes 
Longimanus, when Nehemiah went up to 
Jerusalem to build the wall of the city. 

Four hundred and eighty-three years, or 
sixty-nine weeks, " unto the Messiah," 
computed to the baptism of Christ by 
John. 

years, or half a week, at the end of 
which the sacrifice and oblation should 
cease, computed to the death of Christ, 
which spiritually put an end to the Levi- 
tical sacrifice, and this event is here sup- 
posed to have taken place in the eighteenth 
year of Tiberius Caesar. 
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Fetavius gives his own arrangement concisely as 
follows. Sed nee illud prseterire volumus quod de 
duplici Artaxerxis exordio superius attigimus, utile 
imprimis esse ad 70 Danielis hebdomadas explieandas. 
Quarum initimn ab anno Artaxerxis 20 ducimus : eo 
nimirum, quo edictum de instaurandis Hierosolymis 
exitum habere ccepit. — Dan. ix. 25. Quern calum- 
niis ac ludificationibus aemuli hactenus impedierant. 
Sed vicesimus iste Artaxerxis, non a morte Xerxis, 
sed a primo ejus initio repetitur. Itaque primus 
annorum 490, quas sunt hebdomadas annales 70, 
convenit in annum ante Christum 455, Feriodi Ju* 
lianae 4259, Mundi 3529<. Septuagesima hebdomas 
inniit anno ipso quo Christus a Joanne baptismo tin- 
gitUT J. P. 4742. Quare anno 3 hebdomadis Christus 
interfectus est. In dimidio, inquit Dan. ix. 27. heb- 
domadis deficiet hostia, et sacrificium, hoc est, in 
ejus parte dimidia fjiera^ovarii rye Iji^OfuiBoQ, labente 
hebdomade postremi, legalibus sacrificiis modus ad- 
hibebitur. Quod ea roorientis vox Christi indicat, 
** Consummatum est.*' 



ARCHBISHOP USHER, 

like Petavius, computes in Julian years. He 
shortens the reign of Xerxes by nine years, and 
dating from the twentieth year of Artaxerxes Lon- 
gimanus, places that year one year later than Pe- 
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tavius, so that the seventieth week should end in 
A. D. 33. 



J, p. 


B.C. 


4260 


454 


483 






A. D. 

30 


4743 


3 


3 



4746 



33 



Supposed twentieth of Artaxerxes Lon* 
gimanus. 

Four hundred and eighty-three years, or 
sixty-nine weeks, said to terminate in the 
first passover after the baptism of Christ, 
in the month Nisan A. D. 30. 

years, or half a week, at the end of which 
the sacrifice and oblation should cease, 
completed in the death of Christ, in the 
month Nisan, in the nineteenth year of 
Tiberius Caesar. 

SIR ISAAC NEWTON 



Dates the commencement of the Seventy Weeks from 
the seventh of Artaxerxes Longimanus, in the spring, 

J. P. 4257 B. C. 457. 

490. 

To the death of Christ .... 4747 A. D. 34. 

Thus placing the death of Christ in the twentieth 
year of Tiberius Caesar. 

• The seven weeks, or forty-nine years, are sup- 
posed to relate to the second coming of Christ, and 
are not accounted for as part of the four hundred and 
ninety years. 

The sixty-two weeks, or lour hundred and thirty- 
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four years, are dated from the completion of the wall 
of Jerusalem hy Nehemiah, according to Josephus in 
the twenty-eighth of Artaxerxes Longimanus, which 
year Sir Isaac places in J. P. 4278. . . B. 6.436. 

434. 



To the hirth of Christ 4712. . . B. C. 2. 

Placing the hirth of Christ in the spring of the second 
year before the Christian aera, according to Clemens 
Alexandrinus, Irenseus, Eusebius, Epiphanius, Je- 
rome, Orosius, Cassiodorus. 

The one week, or seven years, computed from the 
death of Christ to the call of Cornelius the gentile. 

An extra half- week, computed from the thirteenth 
year of Nero, in the spring of A. D. 67, when Ves- 
pasian invaded Judaea, to the taking of Jerusalem by 
Titus, in Sept. A. D. 70, shortly before which the 
literal daily sacrifice ceased. 

Thus the prophecy is made to relate to a period of 
seventy weeks and a half, or four hundred and ninety- 
three years and a half. 



THE END. 
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